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To prevent a break in Mr. Edwards’ address, the] In my letter to him of the 9th February, 1822 




















=~ =e -— = ~ at 


the | 


sditorial and miscellaneous articles are thrown back|(which I would not venture to refer to, if 1 had not 
o page 149. his answer to it,) I say, ‘I beg leave most respectfully 
= \to suggest, that it would be but an act of justice to 
Let us, thes, inquire a little into the probability of | me to present my publication of 1819, in which I de- 
his having written-to Mr. Crawford, or rather, into | clared I would be no longer responsible for the bank 
+. ereat enprobability of his not having done so. [of Edwardsville | in any way whatever. This pub-- 
This gentleman united in himself the office of re-| lication was contained in the St. Louis Enquirer, | 
eiver ard president of the bank of Edwardsville. As| Which I believe you took at that time. It was also: 
vereiver, ne had positive orders to make his deposites | contained in a paper which I forwarded to you myself.’ 
jy that bank, and was bound to make monthly returns | 2nd it was enclosed, and referred to, in u letter from col. 
of bis accounts tothe secretary of the treasury. As| Stephenson, the president of the bank, {and the receiver 
resident, itwas his duty to have monthly returns of | also] to you, which letter, he informed me, had been ane 
the state of the bank, and the amount of public de- | swered. Since the fall of 1519, my connexion with 
posites therein, regularly transmitted to the secretary. prow bank has entirely ceased, except that lam a 
{s it, then, to be believed, that he should have with-| Stockholder in it, witheut, however, ever having bor- 
jeld the deposites contrary to his orders, without Towed one cent from ame t 
having given to Mr. Crawford some reason, eitheras| 1” my letter to Mr. Crawford, of 14th February, 
receiver, or president, for his having done so? And, | 5", Tsay tohin, ‘“ must, however, say, sir, that, as 
if he had failed to perform this duty, is it eredibjie the information in the treasury department, relative to 
that Mr. Crawford would have been so negligent and |My original recommendation of the bank of Edwards- 
inattentive to his duty, andso regardless of the public ville, hus, for some time past, been distinctly under- 
interest, as not to have called him to an account for |Stood, and freely used in this place, [Washington] I 
such conduct? ican but consider it somewhat unfortunate for me, that 
But, if further confirmation of the letter’s having lolher communications in the departinent, which ought to 
geen ey pain ; coee © Na**"o have terminated all responsibility on my part, have not 
been written, and received by Mr. Crawford, too, |) .., equally known. That I was the cause of the 
were Wanting, strong presumptions in favor of both deposites being made there, in the first instance, I 
may be deriv ed arom the roe guarded and charac- freely acknowledge. But, that 1 unequivocally declar- 
- teristic artifice by which he would seem equatly tO)eq would not be held responsible for that, or any 
deny the receipt of the letter, and that any instruc- | other bank, in any way whatever, after the fall of 
tions had been given to the recetver to continue tO/|19)9; that you were notified thereof in due tine; that the 
make the deposites. Let it be observed, that MY | deposites have not been continued there, in conse~ 
statement, as quoted by Mr. Crawford, is, “that the | quence of my recommendation since that period; and 
receiver informed me he had received a LETTER | that the bank was then in a rood situation, I may, I 
\think, according to my present impressions, fairly 








from the secretary, directing him to continue-tlie de- 
posites.” Mr. Crawford does not deny that such di- ‘insist upon. And, if so, the partial information, now 
rections were given, but he says, “it appears that no |i) circulation, at this place, is not calculated to do me 
NSWER to such letter, directing the receiver to | pot justice, which I hope, I have a right to expect 
continue his deposites, was ever written,” &c. From | from ‘your magnanimity. It would, therefore, afford 
tats pocaliar pees & Sonia, | can but infer that, not me great pleasure, I assure you, sir, that the whole of 
acing Willing, from some cause or other, to admit the my conduct in relation to that business, should be so 
receipt of the letter, Mr. Crawford contrived to give ‘fully known as to be nolonger misunderstood.” 
ihe directions under some other form or pretext than | ‘The first of these lattene wes written five days be- 
that ofadirect ANS‘VER to it. But thatsuch direc- fore his report of the 14th February, 1822. The 
tions were given, I cannot doubt, though I have no- .econd bears the same date of the latter. They must 
‘ning to rely upon for this opinion but the receiver's |},.:) therefore. have been written befere any charge 
word for the fact. IfMr. Crawford did not write to |. ¢ suppressions had been made, or suggested. . 
him specially on the subject of his having withheld!” yyaq the existence of the receiver's letter been de- 
‘he deposites, it can only be satisfactorily accounted ‘nied, or the slightest intimation of questioning it, been 
tor on this supposition, thathe (Mr. Crawford) did, in| siven, at the time it was thus asserted, I could, and 
‘ome form or other, give such directions as he sup- | ould, have proved every fact contained in my state- 
posed would produce the proper corrective. iment in regard to it, by that gentleman himself. But 
Another fact, in confirmation of my statement, is, he isnow dead. Mr. Crawford knew this, before he 
that one of the two receivers who had been directed jmade the report in question,—and dead men cannot. 
toxmake their deposites in the bank of Edwardsville, | contradict living ones. 
was ordered to make his elsewhere. But, under}; Noone can read the interrogatories that were put 
what pretext, I do not know, nor do I recollect ever Ito me. by the committee, and believe that Mr. Craw- 
to have heard; probably, however, under some one, ford was not well informed of my testimony, before 
equally calculated to disguise the real motive, as the Ithe date of his Jetter to the chairman of the same 
ccint of thinks roan ee the re- committee, which was eleven days later than my ex- 
ee r that proauced fhem. amination. From the nature of the inquiries which 
It will not, I persuade myself, be considered ajhe was then called upen to ansWer, they afford as 
willing corroboration of my statement, that it was|suitable an occasion, as the one he has selected, for 
not made to the committee for the first time; but} questioning my credibility. Why, then, has he so 
tat, in a private correspondence between Mr. Craw- long postponed it? One thing is certain, it never could 
‘ord and myself, more than twelve months before my | have been undertaken with greater hopes of success, 
‘Xamination by the committee, I had asserted the! than when it was supposed | shen'é have no eppertu- 
‘me facts substantially to himself }nitv of defending mysel!. 
Vor. XXVJ_10. 
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J will now submit to your. honorable body afew 
remarks, to she'y that the negative statements of Mr. 
Crawford, and his “oftiecrs of the treasury depart- 
ment,” however confident ly relied upon by him for 
my total overthrow, are too inconclusive for his pur- 


— 


be very naturally accounted for, according to the pra 
tices of the department. 

The prob ability of this supposition is 
' strengthened by the following case: 
Between 1816 and the 3ist December, 18139, jie 


great}, 





ose. 

You have been informed by him, that, previous | 
to the calls for his correspondence with the local 
banks, 
money, ithad been usual to refer a}! such calls to Mr. 


Jones, his chief clerk, but that, in these cases, another | 


elev: had been selected to collect the iciters, &e. 


which were called for. Why this change was made, 


at thai peeuli: ar juncture, (being wholly un aecounted | 


for by Mr. C ‘rawford,) is leit toconjecture. Was Mr. 
Jones incompetent to the discharge of this duty? The | 


very station he holds in the depar tment forbids such a| 
Had he proved himself unworthy of; implicating his friend, 


supposition. 
confidence? If so, he could not have retained his 
station; and such is acknowledged to be his stern, un- 
yielding, inflexible integrity, that no one could have 
supposed him capable of a subserviency in any unfair 
purpose. | confess I regret that the change was made: 
for, had it not been, I cannot resist the ‘belief, that I 
should have been spared much of the labor of this vin- 
dication. But, without yiclding to unavailing re- 
grets, I musi be content to take things as J find them. 
], therecfure, proceed to examine the testimony that is 
offerc4 against me. 
Tuis is substantially, Ist. That no such letter from 
the receiver {as that mentioned in my examination] 
is to be found in the files of the department. 2. That 


the officers employed in it have no recollection of 
That the records | 


th: Pr bape of suchaletter. And&. 
of ihe department do not show that it was answered. 
Suppos ing it to be true, that this letter cannot be 
found “in the files of the dep: iriment,’’ it by no means 
proves thatit was not received by Mr Crawford. 
This is not the first occasion on which Ihave had 
to regret that a letter received by him cou!d not be 
found, when it became necessary for my defence. 
Fis ading myself grossly misrepresented i in relation | 
to 2 letter I had written to him, and being determined | 
to vindicate myself against the insinuations that were 
_phesgncajn upon it, I wrote to him, on the 5th Jan. 
1€2l, requesting a copy of it. Inhis reply, dated 10th 
January. 1821, he says, “The letter which you 
have déscribed in yours of the 5th instant, has been 
sought for cn vain. Mr. Jones states t} hat, according 
to the best of his recollection, he considered it not of 
a description to goon ihe files, and that conseg juently | 
it was not filed. If his recollection is ¢ rrect. it ac- 
counts for ihe absence of the letter from the files, and | 


for ifs being fos! or mistaid.” My letter being thus 
disp ysed of, ir Crawford, in his answe r, implie dly | 
repeated one of the insinuations above referred to. 


This was promptly repelled by me; and, since then, } 
have heard no more on that subject. 

From this case alone, it might not be unreasonable 
to presume U.al seme similar di sposition may have 
becn made of the letter now in question. But, with | 
eyeor 5 > motive to nm ake Suc th an assertion, Mr. Craw- 
ford ‘ial not venture d to say he did not receive this 
leiter. ltw il not be difficult to shew that other letters, 
of infinitely more linportance, have been received by 


him, ab< wit whic ih, it inight be truly said, ‘no such 
letiers are to be found in the files of the de 9g seg 
He bas sometimes anpother deposi itory for them, in 


which the letter mentioned in my cxamination ps ay 
also have been place d. It may y have been add iresse d 
to him “without the addition of the secret: iry of the 
treasury,’ which we have seen gravely insisted on 
as giving him aright to consider any letter as “a pri- 
vale ugh exc lusive ly relating te matters of 
offic! al duty. Or he may have Seonside red it not of 
a description to zo on the files:” and thus may ‘its 


ausence from the fiics,” or “its Leinglost or mis!aid,” 


99 4} 
oy toh eli 


which were made the depo sitories of public | c 


received important communications on the subject o; 
ithe illicit introduction of a large yumber ef African 
\slaves into the United States, which strongly impli. 
cated one of his particular friends. By a resohutioy 
| of the house of representatives, of the last mentions; 
date, he was directed to lay before the house Copics 
lof such communications as he had reeeived Sitce 
| 1816, and such information as he possessed, in relatioy 
to the illicit introduction of slaves into the Unite) 
States. But, notwithstanding this positive call upoy 
‘him, I assert, and ! challenge investigation, that he diy 
withhoid letters and information upon this subjec:, 
which ought to have beer 
| communicated to the house, aud some of w hich, he 
did not even permit “to go on the files of the depart. 
ment.” Of course, it might be very truly said of then, 
“that no such lefers are to be found on the files of tle 

department; and that the officers employed in it hay: 
no recollection of the receipt of them,” for, havin; 
been deposited in his own private burean, those off. 
cers could have no means of ascertaining the fact, 
aud the very motives for withholding them from th ; 
files, would render fruitless all attempts to find 
swers” to them “by an examination of the records of 
the department.” And yet, there is no doubt o 
their having been received, and the strongest probs. 
bility that they were answered also. If the authority 
of the house of representatives was not sufficient t: 
obtain their preduction, the non-production of the 
letter of the receiver at Edwardsville ought not 
excite a moment’s surprsie. 

But, it also appears th rat he, and his ‘officers c 
the treasury department,” have not been able to find 
agreat number of other baie and even some cf his 
own oficial ones, when required by other calls of th 
house; or, if they could have been found, they were 
/suppressed. Of this, the documents furnished by 
himself afford both abundant and conclusive proof 
Many instances might be stated. For the sake ¢ 
brevity, I will allude to a few of them only. 

Several cases of this kind are presented by the cor 
respondence with the bank of Huntsville. I willrefer 
to but one of them. This is tceo conclusive for ans 
| artifice to elude it; and it requires but a bare | inspec: 
ition of the documents ther aselves to be convince 
of it. 

in his letter L. No. 7, to the president of the ban 
of Huntsville, dated the 30th July, 1819, he say 
“You wiil perc eive, by the contents of MY LETTE! 
OF THE 9th INSTANT, that the failure of the Nas 
ville bank and its offices, was, al that lime, known 
| this department. It was then foreseen that the bovi 
| of Huntsville could not fail to be injuriously affeete: 
| | by that event, and by others of asimilar nature, whic! 

were then anticip: ited, # *# # # HHH The ree 
'sons stated in MY LETTER OF THE Sth INSTANT, 
in favor of the prompt adoption, by the bank, of 

measures necessary to the transfer of the public money I! 
the possession of “the bank, beyond the permane.! 
deposite, remain unimpaired. ” 

This letter, of the 9th July, 1819, is also referred t 
in letter. No. 8, from the preside ntof the bank of 
| Huntsville, dated September, 1819. Yet this same 
1 LETTER OF THE Sth INSTANT, whose “relevancy 
to the subject matter of the call” admits of no que 
tion, **was not to be found on the files of the depal 
ment,” or it was purposely suppressed, for it has ne 
been communicated. 

By 20 examination of the documents No. 66 ane 
No. 119, it will be seen that more than half the cor 
respondence withthe bank of Missouri, though calle’ 
for by aresolution of the house, had been suppresset! 
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The importance and very delicate import of a few of 
these letters, will be noticed presently, in connexion 
with another subject. 

But, though there were two calls in this case, either 
of which rendered it the duty of Mr. Crawford to 
have transmitted all the correspondence; and though, 
in answering the second call, he expressly stated 
that he Aad transmitted ‘all the correspondence re- 
quired by the resolution, except two letters from the 
receiver at St. Louis, which were ofa confidential na- 
ture,” yet, your honerabie body will find very strong 
reasons to doubt the correctness of this statement, 
and I shall be rauch surprised if the third call, with 
which he has so tardily complied, has been sufficient 
to draw from hin all the correspondence, even with 
the bank of Missouri. The omissicn of letters, ad- 
dressed to the department, might be accounted for on 





the supposition that they might have miscarried. But 


committee, he says, “it isthe general direction of the 
secretary, when information is called for, to give every 
thing that relates to the subject. When the call was 
made, L looked over all the papers, filed and un/iled, re- 
lating to the subject. The papers, after selected, are 
laid before the secretary; and, in this case, he direct- 
ed me to collect every thing in the office relating to 
the subject. They were selected and submitted to his 
inspectiqn. In this case, from the urgency of it, I took 
the originals and rough drafts. The papers remained 
some time before the secretary, while he was makin 
the report, after I gave them to him, and before he 
communicated tothe house.” 

Let it be recollected that Mr. Dickins is one of Mr. 
Crawford’s witnesses against me, and enjoys his 
highest confidence. Now, if, this gentleman swears 
the truth, I would ask, how it could have happened 


that so many letters of the correspondence with the 


this is a casualty to which the letter, or copies of the | banks of Huntsville and Missouri alone, were sup- 


letter, of the secretary himself, which should always | 


remain inthe department, are notliable. They may, 
however, sometimes disappear, as the letter of the 
receiver at Edwardsville seems to have done. If not, 
it will be difficult to account for the absence of a 
letter of the 30th July, 1819, which is presumed to 
have been addressed by Mr. Crawford to the bank of 


pressed, without Mr. Crawford’s sanction? 

The document, No. 119, before referred to, most 
indisputably proves that upwards of twenty letters of 
the correspondence with the latter bank were sup- 
pressed, on the first call for them; and that these 
very letters were “‘in the office.” If, then, Mr. Dickins 





did collect, and lay before Mr. Crawford, ‘‘all the 




























Missouri, pon the authority of a report of a com-! papers, filed and unfiled, relating to the subject,” 
mittee of the Jegis!ature of Missouri, at its session in| which be was so strictly ordered to do, and swears 
1822. ihe did; by whom could the suppression of so greata 





This was a committee appointed to examine into 
the concerns of the bank of Missouri. 


| portion of the correspondence wiih the bank of Mis- 
Mr. Craw-|souri have been effected? 


If not by Mr. Crawford, 


ford’s letters to that bank were submitted to the in- | his own statement shows that it must have been done 


spection of the committee, and the report, which I 
have the honor herewith to transmit, (11) contains 
extracts from several of them, among which, is one, 
from his leiter of 30th July, 1819, of which enough 
appears to prove that it was embraced by the call, 
and ought to have been communicated, unless, indeed, 
itis a mere fabrication by the committee, for wiich 
10 imaginable motive can be perceived. 

{ have not time to dwell upon several curious par- 
ticulars that are disclosed by this report. Ibeg leave, 
however, torefer your honorable body to the contract 


by Mr. Dickins. To permit so flagrant a breach of 
| trust and confidence to pass with impunity, is to sanc- 
tion it. If this suppression escaped Mr. Crawford’s 
notice, when he answered the first eall for those let- 
ters, he could not have been ignorant of it, when he 
shortly afterwards complied with the second call, by 
transmitting the very letters that had been suppressed. 
yet, we have never heard that Mr. Dickins has been 
punished, in any manner whatever; and from the re- 
lation in which these gentiemen stand to each other, 
it cannot be presumed that he has been even blamed. 

















7 





with the bank of Missouri, as therein set forth. An| Again: Mr. Crawford, in his testimony, says, “‘itis 
inspection of it will enable you to decide at once; usual when resolutions require information which the 
whether it is correctly represented in Mr, Crawford's | records or files of the office afford, to send copies; 
report of it, and whether he had a right to withdraw |tut when there is a press of business, the ORIGI- 
any part of the permanent deposite, under any pre- | NALS are sometimes sent, as in the pressnt case.” 
tence whatever, before the expiration of six months| hus, it appears, from the oaths of these two gen 
‘‘after it ceased to be employed to receive the public | tlemen, that Mr. Dickins delivered all the ‘‘originals 
moneys.” and rough drafts” to Mr. Crawford; and that the lat- 
In regard to the letters that have been alluded to, I ter sent them all to the house. No one, therefore, 
will barely remark, that, if so many of them, actu- | could reasonably expect to find COPIES among them. 
ally belonging to the department, could not be found | Yet, upen an examination of the correspondence 
on ‘its files,” it will not be strange if it shall hereaf- with the Huntsville bank alone, it will be found that 
ter appear that the letter of the receiver, at Edwards- | about one third of the pages it occupies, and more 
ville, has been overiooked; or, if the former were | than that proportion of the letters, are given as EX- 
purposely suppressed, there is nothing improbable in| TRACTS. ‘t hese, surely, cannot be ORIGINALS, 
the belief that the latter has shared the same fate. — | unless Mr. “rawford and the president of the bank of 
But this letter may have been received by Mr. Craw- Huntsville were inthe habit of sending EXTRACTS 
ford, and he may have forgotten it. | of their own letters to each other—a novelty that can 
This, I presume, I may fairly domonstrate, by | scarcely be believed to. have occurred. 
shewing that his memory has been extremely treach- | But, besides the striking variance between Mr. 
erous, in other instances, of far greater consequence. | Crawford’s statement, ot having sent the originals to 
For this purpose, I beg leave, in the first place, to the house, and the fact of this case, the transforma- 
eall the attention of your honorable body to his oath, | tion of those originals into extracts, requires explana- 
before the committee. tion, atleast. Itis difficult ta conjecture any motive 




















Regardless of the salutary admonitions of the pro- 


~ 
. 


for sending these eatracts, instead of the originals, 


verb “of the glass windows,” he has treated my oath 
somewhat freely, and he can have no reasonable 
cause to complain if his own shall undergo a slight in- 
vestigation. 

On his examination before the committee, he says, 
“TI never sanctioned the omission of ANY PART of the 
correspondence.” 

Now let us hear Mr. Dickins, his confidential clerk. 


unless it was for the purpose, of omifting and with- 
holding something which the latter contained; and if 
Mr. Crawford ‘never sanctioned the omission of ANY 
PART of the correspondence,” by whom, and with 
what motives, could these extracts have been made, 
and foisted into the place of the originals? 

It cannot be too much to say that there appears to 
have been considerable forgeitfuiness in some part of 













On the examination of this gentleman before the same | this affair. 
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His own suppressed letter B, No. 7, dated °sit 
May, 4819, contains a notification to the bank 01 ~ js. 
sourl, of the failure of the former of these be: «s, 
And a friend has furnished me with the following © x- 
tract from the files of the National Inteiligencer in re 
gard to the latter, viz: “August 28th, 1819. She 
Mechanics’ bank of Alexandria does not redeem its 
notes in specie, and its notes no longer pass here cur- 
rently.” % 

The suppressed letters, B, No. 25, from himself to 
the president of the bank of Missouri, dated 14th No- 
vember, 1820, and the president’s answer, B, No. 26, 
dated 12th December, 1820, wiilshow that he receiy- 
ed from ‘hat bank $40,156, in notes on the bank of 
‘Tennessee, and i/s branches, which were deposited in 
the branch of the United States’ bank, at Louisville, 


Aye 
a 


“0; “Eons 


Mr. Crawford must also have forgotten the resolu- 
tion of 1816, whe., iu direct violation of its positive 
injunctions, he received from certain local banks, in 
dittharve of their debts to the United States, and at 
per, tie large amount of uncurrent notes, which, in 
his report, he admits he did receive from them. 

Yul lis memory must have been much more unfor- 
iy caiely treacherous to him, in two other particulars, 
relating to this business, for, I shail show that he has 
tnade two paipable and important misstatements In re- 
gard to it. 


Being called on by a resolution of the house of re- 
presentatives to state the amount of uncurrent pa- 
per, which he received from the local banks, that 
had been made depositories of public money, receiv- 
ed from the sale of pubiic lands, he admits the receipt | 
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of aiurge amount from the banks of Edwardsville, | 9" the 21st of May, 1820, to meet the treasurer’s 


Missouri and Tombeckbee. But as an excuse for his 
conduct, he represents those notes to have been de-| 
posited in these banks ‘“‘before the date of their con- 
tracts,” under which, they agreed to account for the! 

publie deposites as specie. 

This | do mosi unequivocally and positively aver , 
to be a misrepresentation and an indefensible apology, 
and your honorable body cannot fail to be convinced , 


of it, by adverting to the contracts themselves. I will | 


refer to only one of them at present. The very first, 
article of the contract with the bank of Edwardsville, 

under which it received the first cent of public de- 

posites, is in the following words, viz: ‘Ist. 4 hat the 

pubiie moneys shall be entered to the credit of the | 
treasurer a. cash:”? which may be seen in document | 
No. 66, letter G. No. l and 2. 


But, for his own opinion upon the subject, even in 
a case where there had been no express stipulation 
“to pay cash,” I refer your honorable body to his let- 
ter i., No. 1, to the president of the bank of Hunts- 
ville, dated Lith January, 1818, where it will be 
found that he says, ‘‘in making the Planters’ and Mer- 
chants’ bank of Huntsville a place of deposite, at its 
“soap tere solicitation, it was expected that the trans- 
er oi the funds which it undertook to make, would 
be ciffected in funds that circulated at par atthe place 
where the transfer was directed. As the receiver 
had been directed to receive the bills on no banks 
which did not discharge them in specie upon demand, 
it was expected that the bank would be answerable 
for the amount deposited in specie, or in bills which 
would be received as specie, at the place to which 
the money should be directed to be transferred, un- 
less it should state the contrary.” 


he ' 


But this is not the worst case: he has, in the same 
repori, misstated the amount of uncurrent notes, 
which he did receive from those banks, ineking it 
much less than it actually was; and some of the suppress- 
ed letters in the correspondence with the bank of 
Missouri will prove it. 

This statement, no doubt, will surprise and aston- 
ish your honorable body; but you will not long re- 
gard it as a proof of temerity. 1 shall, however, 
content myself with barely stating enough to carry 
resistless conviction to your own minds of the truth 
of it. None shall doubt who will either read or hear 
the i-stimony exhibited to you by Mr. Crawford him- 
self. 

The suppressed letters B. No. 13, from the presi- 
dent of the bank of Missouri, dated 11th October, 
1819, and B. No. 19, from Thomas Reddick, agent of | 
that bank, dated 18th February, 1820, taken in con- 
nection with Mr. Crawford’s settlement with the said 
agent, wili prove that the sum of $1,175, which he, 
(Mr. Crawford), received from that bank, though 
artfully stated so as to disguise the fact, was compos- 





ed of 9290 of notes on the Franklin bank of Alexan- 
dria, and $885 on the Mechanics’ bank of Alexan- 
dria. 


draft. 


A report from Luke Lea, pension agent at Knox- 
ville, to J. L. Edwards, of the pension office, dated 
27th January, 1823, shows that these notes were 
‘mostly on the branches of the Knoxville bank.”’ 

I have in my possession proof that those branches 
stopped paymentin the summer of 1819, but I deem it 
unnecessary to exhibit it, as every member of the 
delegation in congress, from Tennessee, as well as 
other members of congress, must know that they had 
failed to redeem their notes in specie, long before 
the notes in question were received by Mr. Craw- 
ford. It is omly necessary to add, that none of these 
notes are included in the amount of uncurrent notes 
reported by Mr. Crawford. 

Now, though the probability that these mis-state- 
ments were innocentiy made, is somewhat weakened 
by the suppression of the letters that would have de- 
tected their inaccuracies, I do not deem it necessa- 
ry to insist that they prove any thing more thana 
greater degree ot forgetfulness and inadvertence, 
than to have forgot or overlooked such a trifling affair 
as the letter mentioned in my examination. If they 
were intentional, it would prove the statement made 
against me so much the less entitled to credit. 

In making deposites in the local banks of Louis- 
ville, Cincinnati, Chilicothe and of the District of 
Columbia, (in all of which places branches of the 
bank of the United States were established), and, in 
some instances, continuing those deposites for years 
in succession, without making any report thereof te 
congress, Mr. Crawford must have forgot, for a very 
long time, indeed, and on a great variety of occasions, 
both the letter and intention of the following section 
in the law establishing the bank of the United States, 
viz: 

“Be ut enacted, &c. That the deposites of the money 
of the United States in places which the said bank or 
branches thereof may be established, shall be made 
in said bank or branches thereof, unless the secreta- 
ry of the treasury shall, at any time, otherwise order 
and direct; in which case the secretary of the trea- 
sury shall immediately lay before congres, if in session, 
and if not, immediately after the cominencement of the next 
session, the reasons uf such order or direction.” 

Indeed, | am under the impression that, notwith- 
standing his compliance with the above requisition, ° 
on the 10th December, 1817, which proved that it 
was then fresh in his recollection, and though his 
connection with the bank of the United States, its 
pressing wants, and the nature of the business he had 
to transact with it, were all calculated to recal his 
attention to that part of his duty, almost every day, 
he himself has, in some one of his reports, admitted 
that he had overlooked it through ‘‘mere inedvertence.” 

I regret to have tosay to your honorable body, that 
both the state of my health, and the want of time, ab- 
solutely compel me, most reluctantly, to close this 
investigation of Mr. Crawford’s well-timed statement 
against me. In this situation, I beg leave to refer 
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you, for further facts, of which I might, under more) have had an opportunity of defending myself, I must 
favorable circumstances, fairly and successfully| beg of your honorable body, and the nation, to sis- 
avail myself, to a few of the publications under the| pend your opinions, and to be assurred that there 
signature of “A. B.” herewith transmitted. _ shall be no avoidable delay in vindicating myself. J 
Avowing myself the author of these publications, | have in reserve much matter of defensive accusation, 
and, with the exception of a few unimportant typo-| and should most certainly have invited your atten- 
graphical errors, and a mere verbal inaccuracy in| tion to the report, concerning the receiver of public 
regard to the time of a certain report being made, moneys at Huntsville, and other matters of not less 
re-asserting, before your honorable body, and the na-- importance, had time permitted. 
tion, that the facts they allege are substantially true, NINIAN EDWARDS. 
i do most respectfully solicit that they may be taken Wheeling, Va. April 6, 1824. 
as a part of, and be printed with this communication. ibainiti i 
in order to strengthen my claim to this indulgence,| necessary attention to the topicks of the day, has 
combining all the rights of defence, of accusation, | Jef; but little room for any other matter. We must 
and of asking for investigation, which can entitle me,! have more space, by the aid of supplementary sheets, 
as a citizen of the United States, or an officer of their though the cost of publishing them “in these hard 
government, to appear before your honorable body, 1 times,” is an affair of great consideration. The ex- 
do expressly state: ve pense of issuing an extra half sheet only, is nearly 
1. That the honorable William H. Crawford, se- sixty dollars. = 
cretary of the treasury, has mismanaged the national 
funds. , 3(_}°The annual emission of bills, (not bank notes, 
2. That he has received a large amount of uncur- though such are hoped in exchange for some of them), 
rent notes from certain banks, in part discharge of} fom this office is now nearly completed, and a large 
their debts to the United States, contrary to the re-| ,ar¢ of the subscribers of the Reaistrr have been 
solution of congress of 1816. personally informed, or may ascertain by applying to 
3. That, being called on by a resolution of the} 4, agent in their neighborhood, what there is between 
house of representatives to state the amountof uncur-| then and me: and the attention of all is earnestly, 
rent notes which he received from these banks, he but respectfully, invited to make remittances or pay- 
has misstated it, making it less thanit really was. men‘——and all moneys sent by mail are at the risk of 
4. That he has, in his report to the house, misre-| the editor. The necessity of this will appear from a 
presented the obligations of those banks, or some one | .on sideration of the fact, that the amount of the bills 
of them, at least, and predicated thereon an indefen-| },tely sent hence to different distant places, is not 
sible excuse for his conduct in receiving those un- much, if any, less than twenty-five thousand dollars, 
current notes. ; _ {though many have not yet been personally called on, 
5. That he has acted illegally, in a variety of in-| ang a considerable sum, (in other accounts), is still to 
stances, by making and continuing deposites of public |}. ¢orwarded. 
money in certain local banks, without making report 
thereof to congress, according to law: and The president has signed the bill to authorize 
6. That he has, in several instances, withheld in-| cortain surveys and estimates for roads and canals, 
formation and letters, called for by the house, and! . 4 i. zealously enzazed to carry the law into instant 
which it was his duty to have cominunicated. effect. We shall probably hear of the organization of 
His oath—Let it speak for itself. a board of engineers, second to no one that ever was 
For specifications of these statements, I offer the | ¢emed, and on whose accuracy all possible reliance 
publications under the signature of ‘‘A. B.” above) 1a. pe placed. 
mentioned, and this communication; and, for proof, ° 
Lotfer that which they respectfully refer to. >i >Mr. Tompxins’s accounts. In a considerable 
All this [do defensively; for, if the facts stated be part of the Jast impression, page 139, a mistake was 
true, norational man can doubt that they must weak- made by adding the amount now due to Mr. Tompkins, 
en, at least, the force of Mr. Crawford's statement as adjusted by the president, to the amounts allowed. 
against me. pale? The additional allowance is only the sum of $60,238 40 
I will not charge him with bad intentions in any of! __.... the whole allowance §111,063 06. See the pre- 
those acts. It is more properly the duty of others to} 34,4. message, page 159. The claims for the fui- 
inquire into dnd judge of that matter. Ido not ask}),,.. of cub agents, &c. were not admitted. 
for an investigation of his conduct. Such a request ’ 
ought more naturely to be looked for from himself. Tue TARIFF BILL still engages the attention of the 
But I will say, that, if being an officer of the same} ..ate. ‘The proposed rise of duty on iron and hemp, 
government under which he holds his office, I have | and the prospective duty on cotton bagging, with the 
wiffully and maliciously misrepresented him, in the} 5 qgitional duty on foreign distilled spirits, have been 
‘ix foregoing allegations, it is a misdemeanor that] ¢+.jcken out, and the minimum value on cotton goods 
would prove me unworthy of the office Lheld. 1 in-| 1.45 heen reduced from 35 to 30 cents—but there are 
vite him, or any-of his friends, to make this charge strong indications that a majority of one in the senate 
igaiust me, pledging myself to waive all notice, and, | is favorable to the principle of the bill, and we under- 
with all the disadvantages of absence, to submit to an | stand it is probable that the votes concerning iron 
investigation thereof by either or both houses of con- and hemp will be re-considered, with a view to re- 
gress, and to abide by the decision thereupon. If store to the first the duty proposed by the house, and 
this proposition is declined, I trust we shall have no to increase the duty on the other} though not so high 
more canting about an ‘A. B. plot.” As to myself, | as it was in the bill. 
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fear not the consequences of any fair investigation, coy ee si 
( s any ik sus . poe — is is daily expected, 
for I know | shall ‘a able, whatever may be the re- Tee oh | senator 5 page | mah A spevted 
; it : j , ps s SUPNOSeG LY GAcveiit , iis Wits 
sult, to justify myself to the nation. And never hav- and much is suppose at Sage "i 
ing obtained any office by the slightest sacrifice of in- A brief notice of the debate in the senete on Mo + 
dependence, I never will owe the holding of one to 


reluctant forbearance, or the courtesy of my ene- 
mes, 


day last is inserted, for the reason that many things 
stated will be required for future use, as opposed to 

the facts that shall be adduced to shew the amountoi 
I will only add, that, if any attempt should hereaf- | the actual and, until new, universally acknowle ised 
‘erbe made, meanly to take advantage of my absence, protection afforded to commerce, at the pratn ane pat- 


*y those who have forborne to attack me when I could | pable cost of the people of the United States. The 
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extracts which I shall make from the old journals and 
debates of congress, and official ‘papers of various 
descriptions, will, at least, afford information on the 
subject to most persons, for few have access to such 
records. 

Mr. Webster, when replying to Mr. Clay, in the ge- 
neral discussion of the tariff question, speaking of 
ecommerce, said— 

“No one, sir, acquainted with this interest, can de- 
ny that its situation, at this moment, is extremely cri- 
tical. We have left it, hitherto, to maintain itself or pe- 
rish; to swim if it can, and to sink if it cannot. 

The statute book says that the navy was built for the 
“protection of commerce,” and for what else jis it 
that squadrons of vessels of war are maintained in the 
Mediterranean and South seas? They are officially 
said to be so stationed for the “protection of com- , 
merce” in those seas. 
statutes and official papers are wrong, or Mr. Web- | 
ster is mistaken! 








tron. The present duty on iron, in bars or bolts, 
except manufactured by rolling, it 75 cents per 112 


pounds. 
|is said to be the purest that is known. 
Baldwin in 1820, was 125 cents per ewt. with: a| lysis, made at New York, give 


The duty proposed by the bill introduced by Mr. 


ee 


We shall see whether the | 





ton bagging, Leghorn bonnets and some few items 
not mentioned in the other. 





American canvas. In-the last volume, page 228, 
we gave some particulars of a very interesting mani- 
facture now carried on in Baltimore—to supply sails 
for our ships by the labor of American hands, end out 
of American cotton; and we spoke of the superior 
streneth and cheapness of the American article. We 
are glad to learn that some of the finest vessels. that 
belong to the United States are about to be clothed 
with it, and that the demand for the article is rapidly 
ihereasing. 

The citizens of Paltimore will be astonished te 
learn, that this manufacture of Messrs. Charles Crook 
jun. ond Brother, affords subsistence togmore™ than 
rirty FAMILIES, and that the amount of wages paid is 
between five and six hundred dollars 2 week! Now, 
is it best that we should send to Russia for eanvas, 


| ormake it at home, out of a home-produced materia}, 
}and thus increase the market for our cotton, 
rest the progres of pauperism? 


and ar- 





at Salina, N. ¥. by Mr. Fyington, 
A careful ana- 
994 parts muriate of 


THE SALT made ¢ 


‘view to the protection of its manufacture, the former i soda, 54 sulphate of lime, and 4 muriate of magnesia, 
having been laid with an erelusive regard to revenue. | without any sensible deposit of jusoluble matter. The 


This bill prevsiled in the house of ‘representatives, 
$0 to 60, and its consideration was postponed to the 
next session, or rejected, by the senate, 22 to 21. 

In 1822, Mr. 


per cwt. 

In March, the same year, the committee of ways 
and means, (of which Mr. Smith, of Maryland, now 
of the senate, was chairman), reported a revenue bill, 
on which the ‘duty on iron was fixed at one dollar per 
ewt. 

The bill introduced by Mr. Todd, 
the committee on manufactures, at the present ses-_ 
sion, provided for a duty on iron of 112 cents per ert. 
This was reduce: by the house to 90. The senate, on 
Wednesday last week, struck out the item, so that the 
duty stands at seventy-five cents, for 112 ibs. Andit 
appears a little extraordinary that a gentioman who 
was willing to put the duty at 190 cents, for revenuc, 
Should refuse to let it remain at 90, for protection. 

In the revenue or treasury bill of 1822, i in respect to 
its most important items, the rates of duty were 
nearly as high, and in some respects higher, than | 
they were in the bill! as it lately passed the house; but 
the first being considered a revenue measure excited 
no alarm, among the ship-owners and others. 
tions were not poured in against it as against Mr. 
Tod’s bill, and even the chambers of commerce | 
were silent! We shall shew what is stated by a few | 
examplcs— 

Duties as payable by the bill reported by the com- | 
mittee of ways and means, March 1822, and by the | 
bill which passed the house of representatives, April 
1824. 

Bill of 1822. Bill of 1824. 
25 percent. 30 percent. 
2centsJb. 2 centslb. 


On woollens 
lead in pigs, &e. 





shot,or manufactured3 ‘ Skt 
hemp a « 9 “c 


iron, in bars or heits, &e. 100 p-ewt. 90 p. ewt. 














in sheet, rods, &c. 3 per Ib. 3 per Jb. 
cables, &e. ; 3 «& 
nails h 66 5 66 
cas-ings 100 per ewt. 1 per Ib. 
paper, writing 2 perlb.: 17 -* 


These are soine of the chief things. 
of the minor articles are prec isely the same. 


Baldwin introduced a new bill, | 
which the duty on iron was again placed at 125 cenis | 


as chairman of | 


Pcti- } 


A great many 
Mo- 
lasses was placed in the first bill at six cents per gal- 
lon, but it now stands at 5; and the last contains cot- 


i best English salt is S864 par ts muriate of soda, the 


| best Scotch 981 parts, and thatof St. Ubes 961, where- 
as Dyington’s is $94. 





Topaccoe, Thirty-eight hogsheacs of tobaceo, rais 
ed at Beene Lick” Missouri, w ere lately soldin New 
|York, at a high price, the quality being excellent. 
| Where was Boon’s Lick ten years agor} Located, per- 

‘haps, just where it is now, about { 300 miles up the 
| Missouri—but in the vast wilderness of the west. 
|Such is the nature of our widely extended country, 
and the facilities afforded by water carriage, that 
such a ponderous article as tobacco will admit of an 
linterior tr ansportation of 1500 or 2000 miles before | 
reaches the market. What a prospect does this afford 
us in the cultivation of hemp, &e. 

Tur WONDERS OF PRINTING! The Londoa Observer 
of the 12th of Jan. last, contained two sheets, giving 
an account of the trio}, and execution, &e. of Thur 
tell for the murder of Weare: 137,000 eopies of eaci 
| sheet were sold—they produced the publishers fifty: 
| five thousand five hundred dollers, out of which they 
paid the government for stamp-duty sixteen thousand 
‘dollars: they used 634 reams of paper, the weigli 

,of which was more than seven tons. If it had been 
| printed on apress of the best construction in commo 
use, it would have been required to work for thre: 
i wee ‘ks, night and day. The presses of all the great 

newspaper establishinents in London are worked bs 
isteam power, and the rapidity with which the ope 

ration is performed is difficult to imagine, thoug! 
‘the fact is notorious. 





Stave TRADE, &e. Tt appears that a treaty ws 
signed at London, on the ‘13th March between Mr 

tush, on the part ‘of United States, and Messrs. 5 
Canning and Huskisson, on the part of the Britis 
government, to give mutual right of search to the 
commissioned vessels of each nation, in the case | 
vessels suspected of being engaged in ‘the slave trade 
Itis said that this treaty jas been received at Was! 
ington. 

WASHINGTON anD New Onieans—The present > 
tance of the mail route between the seat of the n® 
tional government and New Orleans, through the sta" 
of Tennessee, is computed at about 1500 miles: Dv’ 
a rout through Carolina, Georgia and Alabama Ww ‘oule 
not exceed 900 miles—and it is to be hoped that or 
will be surveyed. 
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Prate’s Wasninaton. After the testimony of such | 
men as judges Marshall, Washington and Peters, col. 
J. E. Howard and others, who were on terms of inti- 
ynacy and most frequent intercourse with the father of 
his country, my approbation though I knew him well, 
‘and who ever saw Washington once, and forgot him?) 
ean be of no importance to the artist, Mr. Rembrandt 
Peale, to whom his country is indebted for the most | 
faithful likeness of that great man that there is in| 
existence. While Mr. Peale was yet a youth, the gene- 
ral sat for him, at the same time that the venerable 
Charles Peale made his fourteenth painting of the hero, 
that the sen might be rcheved of thé apprehension 
and embarrassment, caused by his earnestness tosuc- | 
ceed in so greai a work, and the venerable painter 
{rept the model in lively conversation, while the young 
artist was engazed to catch not only the features, but 
the character of the countenance of Washington; and} 
out of the two portraits thus taken, and intense study, | 
which sometimes, as Mr. Peale savs, made him forget | 
every thing else, aided by other useful and important 
materials, we have the present portrait, pronounced 
by all who ought to be regarded as judges, to be-—all| 
that a portrait ever can be. 
Not having myself ever seen Wasnincron but when | 
his countenance was moulded into something that in-} 
spired ‘‘awful reverence,” as lord Erskine says,* I 
had thonght there was too much of a sparkling ani- 
mation in it, and yet it is crave, collected, settled and 
serene, and some consider it cold—but certainly, 
it is most like the living original of any thing that 
has been seen since his death. 

lt is a national concern-—a matter connected with | 
the best feelings of the American heart, that this! 
painting, or some correct copy of it, should be pre- 
served as national property, in the capitol of the 
United States. 











It wonld perform greater works in| 
our favor than the farnous “Palladium” was supposed | 
todo for ancient Troy. A committec has the subject 


before them; and, as we learn that Mr. Peale intends to! 
take this portrait to Europe, we ought notto hazard a! 
Joss which cannot, perhaps, be repaired, if any acci-| 


_ 


THE PRESIDENT. [Iam not one of those who “fell 


down and worshipped” Mr. Monroe, when the sun 
of his greatness was at its meridian, nor wi} Ibe 
among his enemies because his political power 


:3 about 
to pass into other hands. He was praised without 
decency, and now is abused without shame. A little 
while ago, and Janguage was wanting to express the 
perfection of his wisdom and virtue—and now, some 
who would have wiped the dust from his shoes with 
their tongues, begin to throw out the blackest insin- 
uations on his character and conduct—publie and 
private. That he has pursued a mistaken policy, ia 


/many respects, I have often taken the liberty to say— 


for it was ny right to think and to speak, and to believe 
that his opinions, in several cases, rather belonged to 
the last than the present generation of the people; 
but that he was honest, and meant to promote the 
good of his country, no one pretended to doubt, until 
his power to patronize was coming to a close; when 
many, like the ass, in the fable of the sick lion, turn 
their heels upon him to kick him in the face. 

The excess of praise and severity of abuse have a 
common origin, in the corruption of the human heart 
and its base subserviency to those who dispense “the, 
loaves and fishes” of otlice; but the last also rests, 
in some degree, on that fruitful souree of injury— 
the practice of making presidents at Washington. 
This practice causes a congregation of all the “choice 
spirits” of the land, men ‘above the dull pursuits of 
private life,’ toact on particular occasions as the 
master spirits may direct, and the creation of prefects, 
vested with the charge of siates, counties, cities, 
towns and villages every where; and hence it is that 
we are notastonished, when a simultaneous movement 
is made, from Maine to Louisiana, for the praise or 
dispraise of en individual, to be put up or put down. 

These things have not exclusively belonged to any 
sect or party—but too much appertains to every party 
seeking power. It is, perhaps, one of the taxes that 
we pay for our liberties; but is becoming so ontrous 
that the people must interfere, and work out their own 
safety, by thinking and acting for themselves, more 


dent should happen to it or to hin; and for this rea-| than they have done. 


son we hope that measures may be taken to preserve 
a correct likeness of the father of his country, while 
the opportunity is afforded. 








*The following note was found among the papers 
of the late lord Erskine, and shews how highly he es- 
timated the character of our illustrious countryman. 
The strong expression of such aman as Erskine; a 
man who was familiar with polished life, and intimate 
with the highes¢ dignitaries of the age, that Wasuine- 
con was the “only human being for whom he ever 
felt an awful reverence,” proves how deeply sensible 
he was, of his great superiority over every other man, 
in character, talents and moral worth. What a 
xratifying compliment to an American, when he re- 
flects that this great and venerable man, to whose me- 
inory the whole civilized world pays the voluntary 
homage of its profound respect, buta few years before 
that remark was made, was branded by the British 


government with the name of rebel, and a price set) 


upon his inLusTRIOUS HEAD. [ Fed. Gaz. 


‘To general Washington. 


“Sir: Ihave taken the liberty to introduce your au- | 
gust and immortal name, in ashort sentence, which is 


to be found in the book I send to you. 


“Ihave a large acquaintance among the most valua- | 
ole and exalted classes of men; but yon are the only | For the same, on Narragansett bay 
human being, for whom I ever felt an awful reverence. | 


“I sincerely pray God to grant a long and serene | 
evening, toa life so gloriously devoted to the univer- | 


éal happiness of the world.” 


| “TT. ERSKINE.”? 
‘tLondon, March lath, 1797.” 


| The progress of events shall be marked, and that 

' part taken which shall appear to be due to the case. 
PI 

New Orveans. On the 6th April, ult. there were 

lying in the port of New Orleans, 67 ships, 128 brigs, 





52 schooners, 11 sloops and 16 steam boats. The 
flat boats and arks were from a 150 to 200. The 


shipping list of the day contained the fcllowing item: 

“Arrived, steam boat Florence, H. Murray, from 
Fort Smith, Arkansas, with a kee] boat-cargo, 226 packs 
of deer skins, 16 do. bear, 16 do. hides, 73 bbis tal- 
low, to Nicks and Rogers, on board; 33 packs deer 
| skins, 5 do. bear, 1 do. beaver, 1 do. otter, 1 bbl. 
bear’s oil, 1 do. tallow, to.M. Webber, on board; 85 
bales cotton, 225 packs deer skins, 1000 bear skins, 
2 packs otter, 200 gallons bear’s oil, 2 bbls. bee’s wax, 
to col. Boswell,on board. Six passengers.” 











Fortirications. An act has passed both houses, 
‘and been approved by the president, appropriating 


money for the progress of certain works as follows: 

For Fort Jackson, at Plaquemine Turn $110,000 
at Chef Menteur 100,000 
Mobile Point 125,000 
Monroe $5,000 
Calhoun 90,00 





|For the purchase of a site, &c. to defend the 
Narrows, at New York 59,060 
50,000 


$620,000 





SmaLt pox. We have a copy of the official state- 
;ment of the medical attendants, of the numbar, na- 
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ture and termination of the cases of the small pox, 
received at the small pox hospital, in Philadelphia. 

There were 158 cases in all—of these 70 out of 115 
who had been unprotected, died; of 25 who had been 
vaccinated, none died; of 5 who had been inocwlated 
with the small pox, 2 died. The condition of 9 pa- 
tients, who all recovered, was not known. 


From Jervsatem, arabbi of the Jews has recently! 
arrived at Charleston, to claim the aid of the “seed 
of Abraham” in the United States, for the payment of 


—- -- 





certain severe requisitions imposed on their brethren 
resident at Jerusalem, by the Turks—who have 
taken possession of the persons of some of the mosi 
distinguished of their tribe, and hold them as hostages 
for the contributions demanded. 
eosionie 

BaRBARISM. 
don paper,) a number of persons attended at the pa- 
vish church of Lancaster, to witness the novel sight 
ofa female doing penance. The individual was Hannah 
Clough, a prisoner confined in the gaol for debt, from 
the Ecclesiastical court of Chester! In consequence of 
this recantaiion she is set at liberty; otherwise she would 
have been confined for life. 


Lrve tHe Constitution! There is an old live oak 
stump on Mr. Couper’s plantation, (St. Simon’s) near 
Darien, Georgia, from which the original stern post 
of the Constitution was taken—shortly after the cap- 
ture of the Guerriere, by that vessel, a bay tree sprung 
up from the centre of the oid stump—and has con- 
tinued to flourish ever since—and, as an evergreen, 
may be seen at all times of the year, constantly in- 
creasing in beauty and strength. We are told that 
Mr. C. guards it with uncommon care.—Gazelte. 


Preciovs. A letter from a gentleman in Parke 
county, Indiana, contains the following information: 
‘it was told me yesterday, that there had just been 
discovered, in this county, an extensive body of gold 
and silver ore, on land belonging to the government. 


On Tuesday week, (says a late Lon-| 


Seedlicicienciinae te 


cape, badly wounded. In the evening of the same 
day, the same party returned to the camp, and, afte; 
making some professions of friendship, murdered the 
Whole of the women and children. Their bodies 
were most shockingly mangled, for the purpose 9; 
producing an impression that it was the work of In. 
dians, and thrown into a hole of water occasioned by 
the falling of atree. One of the men killed one of 
the children by taking it by the heels and beating its 
brains out against a tree. On Tuesday, the place was 
visited by a party of men, when one of the women 
was found still alive, but died on the evening of the 
nextday. At the time the camp was first visited, af. 





ter the massacre, the property of the Indians, consist. 


ing of guns, skins, furs, &c. was still at the camp ani 
was left there unmolested, but, on the succeeding day, 
when the place was visited by a party of men from 
the falls of Fall creek, the bodies were found entire. 
ly stripped, and every species of property carried 
away. 

We are further informed, that one of the lads con- 
cerned in the murder, (and who was compelled t 
assist, by the threats of his father), soon after th 
transaction, gave information, and five of the party 
concerned were immediately arrested, and are now 
in custody at the falls of Fall creek; one made his es 
cape, and the youth who gave the information is said to 
be at liberty in the neighborhood—Since their arrest, 
it issaid that the persons have made a full confession 

All the families composing the settlement, in the 
neighborhood of the scene of this horrible transac- 
tion, have removed to the mills, at the falls on Fal! 
creek, to avoid the retaliatory vengeance of the Ind: 
ans. Gazette. 


PRESIDENT MONROE, GEN. JACKSON AND Mr. Lown. 
The gentleman last named, (Mr. Lowrie), replies te 
the communication of Mr. Hav, noticed in the las’ 
Reeis ter, in the “National Intelligencer” of Tuesday 
The following extracts may fully shew the ground 
that he has taken, 

“The reasons which induced me to reply to the 


The individuals who made this fortunate discovery,} communication under the signature of P, decide 


have departed for the purpose of entering the land, 
(at the land office.’’) Nat. Int. 


Tras. After comparing the prices of teas solid at 
London and New York, (clear of duty), the Edinburgh 
Review says—“‘it appears from the results, that the 
monopolists of Leadenhall-street obtained 2,218,0001. 
more forthe teas sold by them in Britain in 1822, than 
would have sufficed to purchase an equal supply had the 
trade been free;’? therefore they came to the conclu- 
sion, that the monopoly of the tea trade, enjoyed by 
the East India company, costs the people of Great 
Britain, on an average, not less than tio millions two 
hundred thousand pounds sterling a year!” 


Waire Savaces. Indianapolis, March 30. It be- 
comes our duty to record one of the most outrageous 
transactions that has occurred since the settlement of 
the state. We have been enabled collect the follow- 
ing particulars, from the information of a traveller 
who hag just passed through the neighborhood, and 
in whose veracity we place the utmost confidence: 

It seems that a party of Indians, ten ia number,, 





me tonotice thatof Mr. Hay. Although he intimates 
that the president was not “apprised” of his commu: 
nication, no intelligent man can read it without be. 
lieving that the statements it contains have been 
made on his authority; and such, doubtless, was the 
impression Mr. Hay intended tomake. The seurril: 
ty and intemperance of his publication, do not re 
quire notice, nor shall they provoke me to anima¢ 
version. The situation in which I am placed, (i! 
other considerations did not), forbid that I shou!: 
suffer myself to be drawn into personal altercation: 
with those who, for the gratification of their pride, o: 
the advancement of their interest, choose to enlist on 
the side of power and patronage. 

Mr. Hay admits that it was not his intention, in his 
first communication, to meet the main question 
“The position of the case, (he says), required no suc! 
“‘movement.’’ To co so isnow his professed object; 
and the manner it is accomplished, merits observ2- 
tion. In my published letter to the president, I say, 
“You then took from your bundle a letter, which you 
‘stated to be from gen. Andrew Jackson, and read 
“to usa part thereof. The part read, recommended to 


consisting of three men, three women, two girls | ‘you, as a measure of policy, to form your adminisire- 

about half grown, and two smal) boys, were encamp- ‘dion by the appointment of distinguished individua! 
yy se ’ i. 4 ¥ = a . c > i ° “ ? *,* . . 4 

ed on Fall creek, in Madison county, about eight | “from both the great political parties of the country, with- 


! 


miles above the alls, and thirty-five miles above this 
piace. for the purpose of hunting. 

venty-second of this instant, a party of five white | 

and two boys went to the camp and decoyed the | 

e men away from the camp, for the ostensible. 

purpose of assisting them to hunt some cattle. After | 

‘hey had gone some distance from the camp, two of 


‘‘out mentioning the names of indiyiduals.”? Mr. 


On Monday, the | Hay says, “the main question is, whether gen. Jack- 


‘son did, or did not, write a letter to the president o! 
‘‘the United States, advising him to form his adminis- 
“tration of two distinguished republicans, and tio dis- 
“tinguished federalists.” ‘‘Mr. Lowrie, (he adds), 
“avers that gen. Jackson did write such a letter, 


‘he Indians were shot dead; the third made his es-|‘‘and that Mr. Monroe did read such a letter to him 
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‘cand Mr. Findlay. I deny the truth of these asser- 
“tions. Isay, gen. Jackson did not write such a letter; 
“< {say, Mr. Monroe did not read such a letter to Mr. 
‘Lowrie and Mr. Findlay, or to any body else.” 

The difference between my letter and the expres- 
sions attributed to me, will be perceived. Why does 
Mr. Hay extract the terms used by the newspapers, 
with so much care and precision, and substitute them 
formine? It has, indeed, been rumored, that the dis- 
agreement between the expressions used in Mr. Kre- 
mer’s letter, and those of gen. Jackson’s, (though the 
contents are in substance the same), will be the 
zround on which the charge of falsehood is to be sus- 
tained. But the high respectability of the source from 
which it must come, precludes the possibility of a re- 
zort to so wretched a subterfuge. The point in con- 
‘roversy is simple and can neither be obscured or 
avoided. It is, whether Mr. Monroe did, or did not, 
read to Mr. Findlay and myself, a letter from general 
Jackson, in which was recommended tohim the poli- 
ey of forming his administration from the two great 
nolitical parties of the country; not in what precise 
words the advice was given.” 

[He then refers to the testimony of Jonathan Ro- 
berts, late a senator of the United States from Penn- 
sylvania, mentioned below—says that the letter was 
also read to gen. Lacock and the late Mr. Boardman, 
and that the president had spoken of it to Mr. Pal- 
mer, (all senators), and says|— 

“That it was in part read to Mr. Findlay and my- 
self, is not even denied by Mr. Hay; and, although he 
strenuously contends that it was not ‘‘such a letter,” 
he does not pretend there was any thing confidential 
in the transaction.”’ 

“Tet the public mindbe relieved. The means are 
ample. Let the letter of gen. Jackson, or so much 
thereof as relates to the subject, be published. If 
that is objected to, let-the president give his consent 
to the publication of so much of his answer, as is in 
reply toit. If that is declined, let the letter be shewn 
to gentlemen of character and impartiality, and let 
them say whether its import has been misrepresent- 
ed. No valid objection can now be made to the | 
adoption of some one of the courses suggested. 

The only remaining part of Mr. Hay’s publication 
which I will notice, is the ungenerous insinuation, 
‘hat my object in requesting a publication of general 
Jackson’s letter, is to cause the president ‘‘to de- 
zrade himself by au acknowledgment that his de- 
claration to Mr. Kremer was not true.” Nothing 
could be more unjust than to attribute want of friend- 
ship or want of respett for the president. The state- 
ment I madé in regard to general Jackson’s letter, 
was made at a time, and under circumstances, which 
preclude the possibility of my having been actuated by 
infricudly feelings towards him; and the manner and 
ccasion shew that none were intended against the 
president. He has discharged his duty as he thought 
right, and J mine. We were alike independent of 
each other, and both responsible to our constituents. It 
is not pretended that I have had the least agency in the 
recent publication of the fact to which circumstan- 
ces, then surely not anticipated, have since, as is sup- 
posed, given importance. I submitted in silence to 
‘he vilest imputations of the presses of the day, and it 
Was not until my veracity was impeached, on the al- 
‘edged authority of the president himseif, that I was 
induced to take measures for the protection of my 
character. Could { have done less, or could I have 
ulopted a less exceptionable mode? In a private letter 
‘o the president, I respectfully solicited him to do me 
justice. It was suggested, that, under the influence 
of excited feelings, | had-been wanting in respect for 
iis situation. Anxious to avoid an imputation, I was 
uot conscious of deserving, I waived all discussion as 
‘o the fact, and did every thing in my power, which I 











move the imputation. If any thing could be wanting 
to prove my unwillingness togo one step further than 
is indispensable to the defence of my character, or to 
fail in the respect, which every good citizen owes to 
the chief magistrate of the country, I trust it will be 
found in the fact that that unwillingness has not been 


overcome by the virulent and malignant attack, 


which has been made upon me by a member of the 
president’s family, nearly allied to him by the ties of 
affinity. It is, therefore, rank injustice to impute to 
me awish todegrade the president. Iam not respon- 
sible for the statement of Mr. Kremer. If it shall be 
found to conflict with the letter of general Jackson, 
the fault, if fault there be, does not lie at my door. 
This controversy is not of my seeking. My only ob- 


jects are, truth and justice; and to these, every man, 


in this free and happy country, is equally entitled, in 
whatever station in society his good or bad fortune 
may have placed him. 

I am gentlemen, your obedient servant, 

May 3d, 1824.” Waxrer Lownie. 

5C_7°Mr. Lowrie bears testimony that Mr. Findlay 

would notsay any thing he did not believe was cor- 
rect, but says that it is due to his ‘“‘own situation te 
shew what his recollection was at the time the trans- 
action took place’’—then follow notes to him from 
Jonathan Roberts, J. B. Thomas, and B. Ruggles: the 
first stating that, in one of his interviews with the 
president he [the president, ] “‘spoke of aletter he had 
lately received from gen. Jackson, then lying on his 
table, which he took up, andread. The letier was of 
considerable length, carefully and elaborately writien, 
giving the general’s views on the policy of his adm:n- 
istration. Among these views, was the proposition to 
divide the princips! cabinet appointments between 
the two great parties into which the citizens are divid- 
ed. Against this policy, I, without further solicita-- 
tion, earnestly expostulated, both on account of the 
president personally, and on account of the public 
weal and public service. The president’s situation 
seemed to be an embarrassed one, and the conside- 
ration of an answer was agitated. The president 
seemed disposed to reply, but he intimated nothing 
of the nature of that reply. My own impressions 
were, that a reply at all was not imperiously called 
for. I think I heard the president read this letter 
again in the presence of a third person. 
‘IIe appeared to read the whole letter. He didnot 
intimate it as private and confidential from general 
Jackson. I understood the letter to be communi- 
cated to me inthe confidence of friendship, though it 
was left entirely to my discretion, as nota word drop- 
ped in regard to it.” 

Messrs. Thomas and Ruggles, who appear to have 
belonged to the same mess as Messrs. Findlay and 
Lowrie, declare that they heard the two latter fre- 
quently speak of a letter written by gen. Jackson to 
Mr. Monroe, recommending a formation of his ad- 
ministration, by selecting distinguished citizens from 
the republican and federal parties. 


ee ee en 5 


Imprisonment for Debt. 
|The following is acopy of col. R. M. Johnson’s bill 
to abolish imprisonment for debt, as it was amen¢- 
ed and passed by the senate— 

[An act to abolish imprisonment for debt.] 

Be it enacted by the senaie and house of represeniatives 
of the United States of .Imerica in congress assembled— 
That no bail or security forthe appearance of any 
defendant, or defendants, shall hereafter be required 
upon the service of the original or mense process, 
issuing out of the courts of the United States, in aiv 
action or suit whatever, founded on contract, express 
or implied, which shall be made or entered into after 
the fourth of July next, unless the plaintiff, or some 





supposed a just and generous mind could ask, to re- 





other person shall make oath or affirmation, before 
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the clerk or officer testing the said process, who is 
hereby empowered to administer the same, or before 
some other person authorized by law to administer 
oaths, that the defendant or defendants, named in 
the process, are justly indebted to the plaintill or 
plaintiffs, in the sum for which bail is required; and 
shall, further, make oath or affirmation that they 
have reason to believe that the said defendant or de- 
fendants, intend toremove from the state or territo- 
ry; which oaths or affirmations, the said clerk or 
other officer, shall endorse and certify on the said 
process; whereupon, the efficer executing the same 
shall proceed asif this act had never passed. But, 
after the return thereof, the defendant or defendants 
may contest the allegation of the said oaths or affirma- 
tions, before the court in which the said suit or ac- 
tion is instituted, in such form as ihe court may pre- 
scribe. And, if the court shall be of opinion that 
the said allegations are not well founded, it sball 
make an order, to be entered on record, discharg- 
ing the said bail or security from surety-ship. And, 
in cases where bail is not required by this act, the 
first process shall be by summons, or by summons and 
attachment of property, in those states where pro- 
perty may be attached on mense process, 2nd the re- 
turn of service, according to the laws of the state in 
which the proccss is issued, shall be a sufficient ap- 
pearance of the defendant or defendants, to warrant 
the subsequent proceedings in the cause: Provided, 
That no person shall be held on mense process, @x- 
cept in the state where the defendant or defendants 
reside, or in which the debt was contracted, unless | 


the debtor has absconded from the state im which he | 


resided. 
Sec. 2. And be it further énacted, That it shall not be 


Jawful for any of the courts of the United States 


to issue a capias ad satisfaciendum, or any other pro- 
cess, by which the body may be subjected to impris- 
onment, upon any judgment at law, or any decree in 
chancer ‘y, founded upon such contract, as arorefaid, 
except in cases provided for hereafter by this act. 

See. 3. And be it further enacted, That if, in the 
pleadings or exhibits of any such cause it shall be 
charged and found by a jury that the money, for which 
the suit was brought had been received by any de- 
fendant, as an officer or agent of the United States, 
or that the same had been received by such defendant, 
as executor, administrator, guardian or attorney, and 
fraudently withheld, in such cases, execution mey 
issue, as if this act had not existed. 

Sec. 4. nd be it further enucted, That, when any 
judgment or decree shall be obtained, either at law, 
or‘in chancery, which subjects the property, the 
plaintiff or plaintifts, his or their agent, or atiorney 


may file his affidavit, charging that he has good round | 


to believe that the person against whom such judg- 
ment or decree shal] be rendered, has fraudulently 
conveyed or concealed his property, or keeps it so 


invested, as to prevent its liability to execution; and | 
that he is thereby prevented from collecting his debt | 
in money, then, and in that case, the plaintiff, or | 


plaintiffs, may apply for, and obtain, from the clerk 


of the court, a writ of discovery, in such form as tlie | 


court shall prescribe, directed to the officer by whom 
such return has been made, or his successor, com- 
manding him to have the body of the defendant, or 
defendants at the next term of the said court, to an- 
swer such charge. The said officer shall take secu- 
rity of the said defendant, or defendants, in the 
amount due on the said execution, for his or their 
appearance, or keep him or them in custody, if such 
oct is not given, until the final decision on such 

‘harge; and if ‘the said ch: irge be sustained, for ten 
cays thereafter. If the said defendant, or defen- 
dants should give security to appear, according to the 
said writ of discovery, and fail todo so, the plaintiff, 
or plaintiffs, may, on motion to the court, ten devs 


— 


previous notice being given, recover of his or their 
surity, or surities, the amount on the exccution, in 
case the said defendant t, or defendants, shall not 
have died before the return day of the said writ; and 
the plaintiff! in the judement, er the securities after 
judgment had against them, may proceed by eapias 
ad satisfaciendum acainst ‘the origi inal debtor, as 
though this act had never passed: «7nd provided, also, 
That the said gre ity, or securities, may take, and 
deliver in court, the body, or bodies, of the said de- 
fendant, or defendants, for whose appesranee he or 
they may be found, in ap manner as in the case of 
being special bail, subject to the order of the court; 
If the defendant , or Rofehiants, appear, or be in 
custody, on such writ of discovery, the plaintiff, or 
plaintiffs, may sug@est, in wrilinz, any matters which 
he, or they, may deem material, and may fie 2 a state. 
ment of facts touching the same interrs gato ries, tobe 
answered on oath or affirmation, by the defendant or 
defendants, befere said court, in such time as the 
court may order, and, if such defendant, or defen- 
dants, shallrefuse of neglect to fully answer such sug- 
gestion and interrogatories, or shail make enswers 
which shal], in the opinion of the court, be insuff- 
cient and unsatisfactory y, such refusal or fatlurc to an- 
swer shall be deemed an admission of the matter so 





suggested; and, ifthe defendant, or defendants, shai] 
fully answer said suggestions and interrogstories, and 
| the plaintiff, or plaintiffs, shall not be s: atisfed there 
with, a jury shali be impannelled to try the isstte or 
| issues joined between the ‘parties aforesaid, and, upon 
| the finding such allerations, or either of tl in, to he 
true, or on the failure or omission of the ceiendant, 
or defendants, to answer as aforesaid, 9n excention 
may issue against the body of such pcrsen cor persons, 
as if this act liad not passed, and the plaintin, or 
plaintifis, shall be entitled to costs; and, in every 
case, if the body of any person shall be subject to 





execution, by the provisions of this act, the party, 
| when taken, shall be deprived of ihe benetit of nrtson 
; bounds, until discharged by dre course of law: but, 


in every such case, if the jury shall noi find tc said 
| allegations, or etther cf them, to be true, then, and 
jin that case, the plaintii, or renege ffs, shall not be 
‘subject to costs; and, in every such affidavit, it shail 
be the duty of the person taking the oath, to set forth 
| the facts and circumstances upon which he makes 
‘the charge of fraud; upon whieh an issue shall be 
'Joine d,and the fact tri din such manner and form as 
the court shail direct. 

Sec. 5. .nd be itt further enacted, Tivat, in every 
i such case, if tle defendant, or defendants, shall leave 
ithe state in which the first suit shall be bronght, suit 
,| may be instituted in the state to which the s aid defen- 
dant, or Gefendants, may have removed; in which 
‘second suit itshall be lawful to require bail on mense 
| process, as if this act had not passed, and whenever 
‘the original judgment, or decree, shall assert the 
fraud in the cases beforementioned, or if the defen- 
dant, or defendants, shall be found guilty of such 
fraudulent conveyance or concealment of his pro- 
nerty, or investing it in such a manner as to evade 
the eect of an executioner of fieri facias, in manner 
/and form aforesaid, then the Plaintiff may have his 
| execution against the body of the defendant, or de- 
| fendants, who shall not be entitled to the prison 
bounds, shall remain in close confinement until dis- 
charged by due course of Jaw: Provided always, That 
nothing in this act contained shall prevent the issu- 
ing of the writ of ne exeat by any court of the United 
States: Prov ided, also, That nothing in the first sec- 
tion of this act shall extend to any suit, brought in fa- 
vor of the United States. 

Sec. 6. .4nd be it further enacted, That the provi- 
| sions of this bill shall extend to all cases of civil pro- 
| ceeding within the District of Columbia, and the ter- 
| ritories. 
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op _f - session. | nate in support of the motion of his colleague, and in 
Kis hteenth Con ote . ” | answer to some of the positions, taken by Mr. Dicker- 


SENATE. ‘son. He alluded to the advantages which the home 

April 28. In pursuance of notice given yesterday, ' manufacturers already possess over the importer of 

Mr. Benton asked leave to introduce the following this article. He assigned the gratifying prosperity of 
pill: |our country as the principal reason that operated 
A bill to sell and dispose of the refuse lands belonging to | against the domestic production of iron. That reason 

the United States. was to be found in the advanced price our Jabor bears 

Pe it enacted, Se. That the lands belonging to the over that of the degraded population of the part of 

United States, which have been heretofore, or shall Europe, where this article is produced; and the price 
be hereafter, offered at public sale, and shall remain of labor, he said, was a test of national prosperity. 
five years thereafter without being sold at the minimum He remarked upon the encouragement which had 
price © of one dollar twenty-five cents per acre, shall been said, by the gentleman from New Jersey, to 
be again offered at public sale, but shall not be sold have been extended to the shipping interest of the 
for a less sum than fifty cents per acre. country, and upon the retributive policy that would 

Sec. 2. Ind be it further enacied, That any head of probably, be adopted by foreign nations, if this bill 
afamily, or young man, above twenty-one years of ,were passed. Mr. Lioyd conceived it to be the duty 
are, or widow, being citizens of the United States, of the government—it was the principle in which the 
may demand and receive from the register and re- republic was founded—to encourage, as far as it 
ceiver of the proper land office a written permission could be done, the interests of the whole people—and, 
to take possession of, and settle upon, any half quar- . where there were divisions of interest, to look to the 
ter section of land, which shall remain unsold after | claims of the largest and most important part—he 
having been offered for sale at the minimum price of compared the relative importance, to the country, of 
fifty cents per acre, and upon inhabiting and cultivat- | the shipping and commercial interests, and the great 
ing the same for three successive years, shall be en- | class of mechanics dependent on them, with the mi- 
titled to receive a patent therefor, as a donation from | ners and makers of iron. He spoke of the embarrass- 
the United States. : ments which the shipping interest already labored un- 

See. 8. .4nd be it further enacted, That the lands ‘der, and proceeded to shew that this bill, if passed, 
which shall remain unsold, after having been offered | would go to impose additional, and far heavier, bur- 
for sale at the minimum price of fifty cents per acre, | thens upon them. He thought the bill ought to be 
may be sold at private sale for that sum, at any time | ‘rather entitled a bill to oppress the agricu! ‘tural, to 
before permission shall have been granted to settle | crush the commercial, and eventually to injure the 
on the same. | manufacturi ing interests of the country; for, the re- 

In asking leave to introduce this bill, Mr. Benton ‘action of the bill would probably be the most tre- 
said this was not the time to discuss it—probably the | mendous effect of it.. The agricultural interest was 
time would not come during the present session. In | the great and controlling interest, and when they once 
that event, what was done now would operate as a | realized its effect, they would repeal it, and also pros- 

notice for the next Session; would turn the minds of | trate every thing that had grown up under it. 
the senators to the changes contemplated, and would | Mr. L. spoke of the Russian tra ade, as one of the 
prevent the necessity of delay. le believed that a | most advantageous which this country ever pursued. 
change in the manner of se Ning public lan ds was cal- | He denied, altogether, that there was a balance 
led for, both by the voice of the people and the Inte- against us, in this trade, and proceeded to explain the 
rest of the government. By the present rule, said | course which’ had generally been pursued, in relation 
Mr. B. the good and the bad Jand are held atthe same to it. If called up again, upon the bill now before 
price. ‘The best can be got for one dollar and tw enty-|the senate, Mr. L. said, he should endeavor more 
five cents per acre ; the : worst cannot be had for less. | fully to explain his reasons for believing that all the 
The minimum pric e of one doliar and twenty-five | ideas of balances of trade against this country, found- 
cents per acre for all sorts of land was arbitrary and | ed on the custom house returns, were the vain and 
unjust. It was unjust to the people, because it pre- | Visionary hallucinations of the minds of mere theo 
vented them from getting the inferior land at a fair jist. 
price; unjust to the states, because it checked their! Mr. Dickerson replied to the arguments that had 
population, and deprived them of their right of taxa- ‘been adduced against him. He recurred to the po- 
tion; unjust to the nation, because it prevented the | iliey of England, in the protection of articles of her 
prdlie treasury from receiv ing the money which such | domestic production. He denied that this duty on 
land was worth, and for which it would sell. The | iron was materially to affect the commercial interest 
continuance of the rule would give to the United | of the country; and proceeded to comment upon the 
States the fabled position of the dog in the manger. |nature of our trade with Russia. He denied that it 
The rule should be changed. ‘rhe United States isa |was so beneficial to this country as had been con- 
great land seller, and she should follow the practice | tended by the gentleman from Massachusetts. He 
of all other sellers: she should apportion her price to | did not deny the benefits of commerce to the coun- 
the quality of her land. When a quarter section has | try; but he thought that commerce would not be in- 
been offered for years at one dollar and twenty-five | jured, to any considerable extent, by this duty. He 
cents per acre, and nobody will give that sum, it isa | believed England was not insensible to the value of 
proof that itis ‘not worth it, and justice to the people, her commerce; and yet she encouraged her own ma- 
the states and the treasury, requires that it should be | nufactures. Mr. D. spoke of the bounties that had 
offered again ataless price. The bill introduced as- | been paid, in this country, for the encouragement of 
sumes fifty cents per acre, as the second minimum at | the fisheries. He did not complain of this—he only 
which such lands should be offered; and it proposes | wished gentlemen to recollect, that some encourage- 
to give away, without price, to such poor persons as | ment had been extended to “the commercial interest. 
may be willing to take and cultivate them, the refuse | He called the attention of the senate to the great num- 
lands which will not sell for that sum. ber of petitions then on the table, both from agricul- 

The leave was given to introduce the bill, which | turists and manufacturers, praying the imposition of 
was read, and ordered to be printed. higher duties on imported iron. 

When the motion made by Mr. Wills to strike out Mr. D’ Wolf spoke in favor of retaining this item in 
the item, ley ying a duty of 90 cents per cwt. on iron j the bill. He recurred to the general features of the 
was under consideration. bill, as intended for the encouragement of our domes- 

Mr. Lloyd, of Massachusetts, also addressed the se- I tic industry, and leaving the people to do for them- 
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selyes what they want done. This article was one 
great branch of the whole system included in the bill, 
and he thought the arguments of the gentlemen op- 
posed to the duty, only went to shew its propriety. 
The home market, Mr. D’W. considered as the most 
important to every nation. The balance of trade, he 
said, ought certainly to be taken inthe aggregate. If 
we sell to other nations more than we buy from them, 
the balance, of course, is in our favor. He denied 
that other nations bought of us, because we bought of 
them: each nation bought what it wanted, and no 
more. He compared the business of a nation to that 
of an individual: It was alike necessary for both to 
keep an account of what was coming in and going out. 
He knew that the commercial interests were languish- 
ing, and other interests were in the same situation. 
The facilities extended to the importation and use of 
foreign articles in this country were very great. He 
believed the interests of every state in the union 
would eventually be promoted by the passage of this 
bill, as encouraging the industry of the country. The 
bill was intended to save the labor of the country, 
and throw it upon its own resources. As to the ef- 
fect on the revenue, he considered it a mere bug- 
bear, as the people, in some shape or other, must pay 
the revenue. The means they possess to pay it are of 
much more importance than the manner in which it is 
aid. . 
, The item was stricken out, 24 to 23, as has already 
been stated by the yeas and nays. 
2pril 29. Mr. Lloyd, of Mass. moved to amend 
the tariff bill, by striking out the clause, ‘‘on hemp 
two cents per pound.” 
Mr. L. spoke of the encouragement that had been 
afforded to the raising of hemp, without producing 
any effect, &c. Mr. Chandler gave his reasons why he 
should vote for the motion, and said that the bill 
must be amended in several other particulars before 
he would support it, though he had voted against strik- 
ing out the duty on iron’ Mr. Johnson, of Ky. spoke 
of the distress of the people of his state, and their 
want of encouragement; he alluded to the protection 
given to navigation, sugar, &e which he said had not 
resulted injuriously to the country. Mr. Van Buren 
thought the proposed duty was too high, but would 
not vote to strike the item from the bill. Mr. Talbot, 
of Ky. opposed the striking out and Mr. Smith sup- 
ported it. [The sketches of the speeches of those two 
gentleman are laid aside for insertion at length]. Mr. 
Holines, of Me. spoke of the distress of Kentucky in 
having a fine climate and soil, &e. Mr. Lleyd, of Mass. 
made some remarks about the “balance of trade.” 





Mr. Ruggles thought the item would not be injurious 
tothe Atlantic states, while it would be very impor- 
thant to the western; and he spoke at large of the ad-' 
vantages to be derived from the cultivation of the ar-. 

. ’ | 
ticle. Mr. Eaton contended for such a degree of pro-| 
tection as would eneourage the domestie growth, 
without amounting to a prohibition of the foreign ar- 
ticle. ‘Our cities, said he, are filled with paupers, : 
and yet we go to the workshops of Europe to get the 
articles that we want for consumption.” Mr. Dicker- 
son hoped that the item would not be stricken out— 
the growth of hemp was of great importance to many 
parts of the country. He explained the supposed dif- 
ficulties in water-rotting it; and considered this as a 
contest between the importer for the benefit of freight, 
against the grower of the article in our country, &ce. 

When the question of Mr. Lloyd’s motion was put, 
it was determimed in the affirmative as follows: 

For striking out—Messrs. Barbour, Branch, Chandler, Clayton, 
Elliott, Gaillard, Hayne, Holmes, of Maine. Holmes, of Miss. H. 
Johnson, of Lou. J. S. Johnston, of Lou. Kelly, King.of Alab King, 
of N.Y. Lloyd. of Md. Lloyd, of Mass. Macon, Mil!s, Parrott, Smith, 
Taylor. of Virginia, Van Dyke, Ware, Williams—24. 

Against striking out—Messrs. Barton, Bell, Benton, Brown, 
MY’ Woif, Dickerson, Eaton, Edwards, Findlay, Jackson, Johnson, of 
Koutucky, Knight, Lanman, Lowrie. Melivaine, Noble, Palmer, 
Kuggtes, Seymour, Talbot, Taylor, of Ind, Thomas, Van Buren—23. 







ee 
os 


So the duty on hemp was stricken out by the cop. 
mittee of the whole; and 

The senate adjourned. 

April 30. The tariff bill being under consideration 

Mr. Kelly moved to amend the bill in the followin 
clause: ‘On cotton bagging, four and a half cents pe 
square yard, until the 30th day of June, 1825; and 
afterwards, a duty of five and a half cents per square 
yard,” by striking out from it the words “until the 
thirtieth day of June, 1825; and, afterwards, a duty 
of five and a”half cents per square yard.” 

Messrs Kelly, Smith and Hayne supported, and 
Messrs. Eaton and Johnson, of Ken. opposed the 
amendment—but it was carried, yeas 28. 

Mr. Holmes, of Maine, moved to amend the bill, 
in the following clause: ‘On all manufactures, not 
herein specified, of cotton, silk, flax or hemp, or of 
which either of these materials shall be a component 
part, a duty of twenty-five per centum ad valorem,” 
by inserting after the word ‘‘part,” the words, “ex. 
cepting Russia, Holland’s and Ravens duck,” 

On motion of Mr. Smith, the words ‘and Russia 
sheetings,”’ were added to the exception. 

Mr. Barbour moved that “German linens’ be also 
added to the excepted articles. Upon this motion, 
some cursory remarks were made by Messrs. Barbour, 
Smith, Dickerson and Lloyd, of Md. 

In this state of the business, the bill was laid on the 
table, that the senate might proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

May 1. The tariff bill was again taken up, and the 
motion made by Mr. Holmes, of Me. and the amend- 
ments thereto offered by Messrs. Smith and Barbour (as 
given above), were considered—a long discussion took 
place between Messrs. Barbour, Dickerson, Hayne, 
Branch, Smith, Mills, H. Johnson, of Lou. Macon, 
Holmes, of Maine, Van Dyke, D> Wolf, Taylor, of Va. 
Talbot, and Johnson, of Ken. ; 

Mr. Barbour ealled for the ayes and noes on the 
question, and the result was—ayes 23, noes 24. 

AYES—Messrs. Barbour. Branch, Clayton. Elliott, Gaillard 
Hayne, Holines, of Me, Hoimes, of Mississippi. H. Johnston. of La. 
J. S. Johnston, of Lou. Kelly, King, of Alab. King, of N. Y. Lioyd, 
of Md. Lioyd, of Mass. Macon, Mills. Parrott, Smith, Taylor, o! 
Virginia, Van Dyke, Ware, Wiiliams—23. 

NOES—Messrs. Barton, Bell, Bentun, Brown, Chandler, D’ Wolf. 
Dickerson, Eaton, Edwards, Findiay, Jackson, Johnson. of Ken, 
Knight, Lanman, Lowrie, Mclivaine, Noble, Palmer, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Talbot. ‘Taylor, of Indiawa, Thomas, Van Buren—24, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the original amend- 
ment, on which some remarks were made by Messrs. 
Lloyd, of Mass. and Barbour; but, on motion of Mr. 
Barbour, the senate adjourned without coming to-any 
decision. 

_ May3. The debate on the tariff bill was resumed, 
in committee of the whole, Mr. King, of Alabama, in 
the chair. ; 

The question was, upon the motion submitted on 
Friday last by Mr. Holmes, of Maine, to amend the 
bill so as toexcept ‘Russia, Holland’s and Raven’s Duck, 
and Russia Sheetings,’ from the duty of twenty-five 
per centum ad valorem, which the bill contemplates 
impose on all manufactures of cotton, silk, flax, or 
1emp. 

Mr. Barbour rose—he stated that he had moved an 
adjournment on Saturday, because he felt uncertain 
héw he should vote, in relation to the amendment 
now before the senate, after they had refused, by the 
vote on Saturday, to exempt from taxation articles of 
the same character, of great importance to a certain 
section of the country. Upon mature reflection, he 
had come to the determination to vote against the 
present amendment, in order that the taxes imposed 
by this bill might, in this article, at least, be equal 
upon the different portions of the country. 

Messrs. .Mills and Holmes, of Maine, spoke in favor 
of the amendment, and Mr. D’ Wolf against it—when 





| Mr. Mills said that it was proposed, by this bill, to in- 
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Ue the duty upon this article 100 per cent. 
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rease the tax nearly 100 per cent. upon this article; 

tax which would be extremely onerous upon the 
avigating interest—an interest which was, at least, 
45 much entitled to the forbearance of the government, 
ss the manufacturing interest was to its positive pro- 
ection. 

Mr. Barbour made some further remarks, in which 
e expressed his uniform attachment to the com- 
merce and to the navy of the country; but he could not 
onsent/that the great agricultural interest of the na- 
jon should be-lost sight of. There was not a solitary 
tem in this bill which would in the least benefit that 
nteres:. The cabalistic terms home indu try, he be- 
ieved, were only to be applied for the protection of 
pinning jennies. He was not willing to submit lo a 
heavy and immediate evil, in order to obtain a mere- 
y possible benefit in prospect. He was against the 
‘hole bill; but, if the tax was to be imposed upon the 
ssnaburgs, &c. which were soimportant to the south, 
e must vote against the amendment, so as to make 
hat fax, in some measure, equal. ‘ihe one was to 
perate upon the commercial, and the other upon the 
sricultural interest. And, as he could not possibly 
ee why Kussia, Holland, and Raven’s duck were not 
s fair objects of taxation as osnaburgs, ticklenbergs 
nd burlaps, he should feel compelled to vote against 
his anendment. 

Mr. Taylor, of Virginia, spoke on this subject. He 
greed perfectly with the gentleman from \.assachu- 
tss; but yet he found himself compelled to vote with 
iscolleague. This bill, he said, was to let blood 
omtwo of the great interests of the country, in order 

circulate it in the veins of the other interest. He 
ured they would al] die under the operation; the 
vo first from loss of blood, and the other from having 
oomuch. His object was to make the two inte- 
ests which were tosuffer bear the imposition equal- 
y,and to bind them together by their community in 
uffering. He commented upon the injustice of 
uilding up a particular class, a peculiar aristocracy, 
y the imposition of heavy taxes upon the community 
tlarge. Hespoke particularly of the duty on wool, 
n article which could only be produced in a small 
tion of the country, owing to the circumstances of 
il and climate. If this tax was imposed on the 
yuthern interest, by means of duties on their coarse 
nens, he saw no means by which the tax could be 
hade equal but by levying a duty on the coarse linens 
sed for clothing the ships of the northern section of 
ie country. By this means, the revenue could be col- 
cted equally from each. Mr. T. spoke of the mu- 
ial connexion between these interests. 
Mr. Ruggles opposed, and Mr. Smith supported the 
Mr. Smith combatted the idea of the 
otection given to the navigating interest. He said, 
that interest had any advantages, they were the 
‘sult of their own industry and enterprise; they only 
ked to be left free to depend on these advantages. 
he coasting trade, he said, was not generally carried 
n by merchants, but by a poor and laborious class of 
‘ople. He denied that any protection had been ex- 
tnded by the government, from its establishment to 
¢ present day, to the navigating interest; their ships 
cre builtat greater expense, for labor and materials, 
an those of any other nation; they were the pack- 
orses of the nation: they were made the collectors 
{the revenue for the government. This bill, he 
id, not only laid a tax on the article of duck, but 
‘oO upon the raw material from which it is made; 
us rendering it impossible to manufacture the ar- 
“ce. It had the same operation in relation to wool. 
he effect of the bill, he said, would be to tax the 
tumMunity to the amount of five or six millions, for 
'© Support of a few manufactures. 
Mr. Lloyd, of Massachusetts, said this item increas- 
He pro- 


Pel, . ; . it! 
“let to state the quantity of duek imported, with 
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the amount of duty which had heretofore been levied. 
upon it; and to make a comparison between those 
duties and that proposed in this bill. He denied 
that any encouragement had been extended to the 
commercial part of the cammunity, except in regard 
to the coasting trade, and in relation to that, it was 
merely nominal; he had never known any man te 
make a fortune by the coasting trade. If the restric- 
tion were removed, no foreigner could partake of 
this trade. Mr. L. spoke of the difference in expense, 
in building ships in this country, and in other coun- 
tries. The object of the bill was not revenue; it 
was for the encouragement of manufactures—and 
yet it was proposed to tax some articles. which were 
not manufactured in the country. Mr. L. called upon 
gentlemen to rally round the last remnants of the 
trade of their country. He proceeded to remark 
further, in relation to the balance of trade, which had 
so often been said to be against the country, and an- 
swered the arguments drawn from the present prices 
at which cottons were afforded in the market, by 
shewing that. the war prices and the peace prices 
were taken in comparison, and that the difference 
between the machinery formerly employed, and that 
now used, was not estimated. 

Mr. Dickerson opposed the emendment. He was 
willing to reduce the duty proposed upon duck, but 
did not see any reason why Russia sheeting should be 
included. He reviewed the course that had been 
taken by the government, in levying duties upon duck. 
He said, thatas fine duck was made in America as 
floated on the ocean; and stated, that a considerable 
amount of capital had been expended in manufac- 
tories for this article. He said, the manufactures 
only asked for the benefit of the home market. The 
commercial interest had as much encouragement as 
this. Mr. D. adverted to the remark, that we were 
adopting the Chinese policy, and spoke of the depres- 
sed situation of commerce, in consequence of its be- 
ing overdone. Too much capital, and too much labor, 
had been invested in it. He asked what would have 
become of this capital, and the industry and enterprize 
of which the gentleman from Maryland had spoken, 
if the government had not extended a helping hand 
to it, when it was depressed to the earth? He then 
adverted to the former situation of the navigation of 
the country; its subsequent prosperity; the causes of 
that prosperity, and the acts that had been passed, 
giving exclusive encouragement to our own shipping. 
He could see no reason why the shipping interest 
should not bear its proportion of the taxes imposed 


| by the government. 


After Messrs. Lloyd, of Mass. Dickerson, Smith, 
D’ Wolf and Hayne, had spoken in explanation, reply 
or otherwise: 

The question on the motion of Mr. JJclmes, of Maine, 
was put, and decided in the neguiive, by yeas and nays, 
as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Bell, Branch, Chandler, Clayton, Holmes, of 
Maine, J. S. Johnston, of Lou. King, of N. ¥. Knight, Livyd, of 
Mass. Lowrie, Macon, Mills, Palmer, Perrot, Seymour, Smith 
‘Lhomas Van Burcn, Van Dyke Ware, Wiliiams—21. ‘ 

NAYS—Messrs Barbour, Barton, Benton, Brown, D’ Wolf, Dick- 
erson, Eaton, Edwards. E:sliort, Findlay, Gaillard, Hayne, Holmes, 
of Miss. Jackson, Johnson, of Ken. H. Johnson, of Lou Kelly, 
King, of Alab. Lanman, Lioyd, of Md. MelIlvaine, Nubie, Ruggies, 
‘Falbot, Vaylor, of Ind. ‘Taylor of Virginia—26. : 

So the senate refused to exeept duck and sheeiings 
from the duty proposed in the bill. RY 

Mr. Elliott then moved to amend the bill by striking 
out all the proviso which fixes a minimum price upon 
which the duties on cotton cloths, and cotton twist, 
yarn or thread, are to be caleulaied. 

Mr. Elliott spoke at considerable length in support 
of his amendment, taking an extensive and general 
view of the principles upon which the bill is founded. 
and of its probable operation uponall the various in- 
terests of the country. 


he 
The senate then adjourned ti!l to-morrow 
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May 4. The senate, in committee of the whole, 
resumed the consideration of the tariff bill. 

The question was upon the motion submitted yes- 
terday by Mr. Elliott, to amend the bill, by striking 
out the proviso, which establishes the minimum upon 
which the duties on cotton cloths and cotton twist, 
yarn, or thread, are to be calculated. 

A debate that occupied the whole day followed— 
Messrs. Ruggles and Dickerson opposing, and Messrs. 
Taylor, of Va. Hayne, “facon and Lloyd supporting the 
amendment. The senate rose without a decision. 

May 5. The senate further considered the tariff 
bill in committee of the whole. 

The question was upon the amendment moved by 
Mr. Elliott, on Monday last, to strike out that part of 
the bill which establishes the minimum for the calcu- 
lation of the duties on cotton cloths and cotton twist, 
yarn or thread. 

A long debate followed in which many gentlemen 
took part. Then, 

Mr. Holines, of Maine, moved to amend the bill, by 
reducing the minimum upon which the duty on cotton 
cloth is to be calculated, from thirty-five cenés to thirty 
cents, per square yard. This amendment was agreed 
to,28 members voting in the affirmative; and so the 
minimum on cotton cloths was reduced to thirty cents. 

The question was then put on Mr. Eillioit’s motion 
to strike out ali the proviso relative to the minimwmn on 
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First, That interest should be allowed him op g) 


moneys advanced by him for the public, from the 


time of the advance to that of his being reimburse, 

Second, That a reasonable commission should be 
allowed him, on all moneys cisbursed by him duriy, 
the late war. , 

Third, That an indemnity should be allowed hip 
for al) losses which he lad sustained by the failure of 
the governmeut to fullil its engagements to send hip, 
money or treasury notes within the tune specified, \, 
be deposited in certain banks, as collateral secur; 
for loans procured by him, at the request, and ony. 
count of, the governmeut. 

Fourth, That he should not be held responsible fy 
losses incurred by the frauds and failures of sy, 
agents, to Whom moneys were advanced through bj 
hands. 

On the first: That of interest on his advances fy 
the public, 1 have allowed him $14,438 68. Thisa, 


Jowance is made on advances admitted by the accouy, 


ing department, and on the declaration of Mr. Tox, 
kins that the remittances made to him after his a. 
vances, and previous tothe 24th of December, 1s); 
when a very large sum of moncy was remitted to hip 
were applied to public purposes, and not to the reiy, 
bursement of his advances. 

On the second head: That of a reasonable cop, 
mission for his disbursements during the late war,| 


cotton goods, and decided in the negative, by yeas aud| have allowed him five per cent. on the whole sum ds 


nays, 2s foliows: 


YEAS—Méessrs. Barbour, Branch, Clayton, Eljiott. Gaillard, 
Hayne, Holmes, of Me. Holmes, of Miss. H. Juhusou, of La. J. %. 


Johnston, of La. Kelly, King, of Ala. King, of N. Y. Lioyd, of 


Md. Lioyd, of Mass. Macon, Mills, Parrott, Smith. ‘laylor, ot Va. 
Van Dyke, Ware, Williams—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barton, Beil, Bent «1, Brown, Chandler, D’ Wolf, 
Dickerson, Eaton, Edwards, Findlay, Jackson, Johisse of Ken. 
Knight, Lanman, Lowrie, McLivaine, Noble, Pelmer, Ruggics, Sey- 
mour, Talbot, Taylor of Ind. ‘Thomas, Van Buren—24. 

So the senate refused to strike owt the mintmum on 
cotton cloths, and cotton twist, yarn or thread. 

Mr. Holmes, of Maine, then moved to amend the 
bill by striking out from it the following clause: “On 
all foreign distilled spirits, fifteen per centum upon 
the duties now imposed by law, and in addition 
thereto.” 

Mr. Holmes spoke briefly in support of his amend- 
ment; as, also, did Mr. Lloyd, of Mass. It was op- 
posed by Messrs. Tulbct and Findlay. The question 
upon the amendment was then put, and decided in the 
affirmative, by yeas and nays, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs- Barbour, Beil, Branch, Chandler, Clayton, El- 
liot. Gaillard, Hayne, Holmes, of Maine, Holiness, of Miss. H. John. 
son, of Lou. J. S. Johnston. of Lou. Keily, Kiog, of Aja. King, of 
N. Y. Kmght, Lanman, Lloyd, of Mass. Lowrie, Macon, Mills, Par- 
rott, Sey~monr, Smith, Thumes, Van Dyke, Ware, Wiilianns—28 
fe NAYS—Messrs. Barton, Benton, Browo, D’ Woif, Dickerson, Ed- 
wards, Findlay, Jackson, Johnson, of Ken. Lloyd, of Md. McIlvaine, 


Noble, Palmer, Ruggles, Valbot, Taylor, of Ind. Taylor, of Va. 
Van Buren—18. 


So the proposed duty on foreign distilled spirits was 
stricken out. 

Mr. Smith then moved to amend the bill, by strik- 
ing out the clause which imposes duties on unmanu- 
factured wool; and 

The senate adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wednesday, 4pril 28. The following message was 
received from the president of the United States, 
by Mr. Everett, his private secretary: 

To the house of representatives: 

The house of representatives having referred back, 
the accounts and claims of Daniel D. Tomkins, late 
governor of New York, to be settled, on the princi- 
ples established by the report of the committee, and 
law founded on it, in the last session, I have re-con- 
sidered the subject, and now communicate the result. 

By the report of the committee, which it was un- 
derstood was adopted by the house, it was decided, 
that his accounts and claims should be settled on the 
four following principles: 


| 





| 


! 





bursed by him, amounting to ninety-two thousay 
two hundred and thirteen dollars and thirteen cen 
I have made him this extra allowance in consider 
tion of the aid which he attorded to the governme: 
at that important epoch, in obtaining the loan o; 
considerabie part of the sums thus disbursed. 

On the third head: That of an indemnity for loss 
sustained by him in consequence of the failure oft) 
government to fulfilits engagements to send him ix 
ney or treasury notes within the time specified, | 
have allowed him $4,411 25, being the amount or th 
loss sustained on the sale of treasury notes, for whic: 
he is responsible. 

On the fourth head: That of lesses sustained by his 
by any frauds or failures of sub-agents, none suc 
having been shewn, 10 allowance whatever has beu 
made to hiin. 

From the amount thus allowed to Mr. Tompkix 
after deducting the sum paid him, under the acté 
the present session, and the moneys charged to bs 
account, there will remain a balance due lime 
$60,238 46, as appears by the sketch herewith cw 
municated. 

In making a final decision on Mr. Tompkins’ claus 
a question arises, shail interest be allowed himou® 
amount of the commission on his disbursemets 
The law of the last session grants to the presider!: 
power to allow interest on moneys advanced by | 
to the public, but does not authorize it on the co 
mission to be allowed on his disbursements. Tome 
such allowance, belongs exciusively to congit 
Had his claims been settled at the end of the last\- 
on the principles established by the law of the 
session, a commission on disbursements would 
have been allowed him. This consideration epe* 

vith great force, in favor of the allowance or: 1% 
rest, on that commission, at ihis time, which I rece 
mend to congress. I think proper to add, that 
official relation which I bore to governor Tomp*" 
at that very interesting epoch, under the highly © 
tinguished and meritorious citizen, under who!" 
both served, enabling me to feel very sensibly © 
value of his services, excites a very strong inte 
in his faver, which I deem it not improper to exp! 

JAMES MONRUL 

Ipril 28, 1824. 

The message was read, an 
the table. Adjourned. 
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A statement of allowances made by the president of 
the United States to Danie! D. Tompkins, late go- 
yernor of the state of New York, under the act of 
congress, passed for his relief, on the 21st Februa- 
ry; 1$23, and the resolution of the house of repre- 
sentatives, of the 16th April, 1824. 

Juterest on advances made by him at times when he 
does nut appear to have had in his hands funds of 
the United States, calculated from the dates of the 
advances, to the 24th December, 1314, without re- 
fcrence to remittances made to him from time to 
time, wherein the same were, in part, merged at 7 
per cent. j $14,458 68 

on, at 5 per cent. on $1,544,262 67, 


»ye y — 
JOY a NUM, 


Commiss: er Cer 
the amount of his disbursements, 
notes 25 


’ ! ~f “AN CII > 4 
Loss on the sale of treasury 4.4] 
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92,213 13 | 


intrinsic importance, and its association with events 
which were once the occasion of much sensibility 
and excitement. They trust, however, that they 
have approached the discussion, devoid of all preju- 
dice, wiih an honest desire, in doing justice, to sustain 
those great principles of concord and power, which 
are essential to the durability of this union. 

Your committee deem it entirely unnecessary, that 
they should recite all the circumstances comprsing a 
history of this claim, as they are generally known to 
the nation, and are to be found in an authentic shape, 
in the documents aecompanying the president’s mes- 
sage. To this source your committee would ask a 
special reference. 

It will be sufficient for present purposes to premise, 
that a large portion of the claim of Massachusetts does 
not appear to be affected by those constitutional diffi- 


111,063 06 culties, which so long, in the consideration of the ex- 


From which deduct the balance found due 
from him en setilement of his account 
of 16th Jane, 1820, andasum of 200 dol- 
lars refunded to him by capt. Magher, 
and entered to his debit, 27th Nov. 


1821. 11,222 57 
The amount of the warrant is- 

sued to reimburse the joss sus- 

tained on the sale of the trea- 

sury notes, and which was en- 

tered to bis cebit 4.411 25 


And the emount paid to him un- 
ict for his relief, pass- 
~ a 
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cd 22d Dec. | 35,190 00 





£292 20 
50,3523 82 





%60,239 24 
Thursday, April 29. [The proceedings of this day 
were sufficiently noticed in the last Reaister. | 
yy is ? ; q x ar 7a. ry", = A . - E 7 +, t: 1. . t} e 
rua, tpre 39 ur. 2ucker MoOVe ytake up th 
t..° the e.memittee on the claim of the heirs of 
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ecutive of the United States, operated as an impe- 
diment to its adjustment. 

Your committee are unanimously of opinion, that 
the services rendered by the militia of Massachusetts, 
which may be considered beyond all exception, and 
as entitled to remuneration, are comprised in a class 
of cases, in which, by the spontaneous impulse of the 
militia, with or without the sanction of the executive 
of that state, or with or without arequisition on the 
part of the officer of the United States commanding 
the department, they assembled, either for the pur- 
pose of repelling actual invasion, or under a well 
founded apprehension of invasion. It is, in fact, on 
this principle and on this principle only, that the 
claims for militia services of the various states 


have been audited and allowed at the department 


revyol 

Beoouarehais: which was agreed to—ayes 63, noes | 
52: sud the house wentinto committee of the whole, | 
Mr. Pusceti in the chair, on the report. Mr. Tucker | 
havinc coumenced a detailed statement of the cir- 


ejiaste: ces of the claim, and made some progress, 
the «ec mimittee rose, on motion of Mr. Clay, with an 
under that this subject be taken up oa Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. .9. Stevenson, from the committee to whom was 
referred the message of the president of the United 
States, in relation tothe accounts of Daniel D. Tomp- 
kius, reported a bill, (in blank), “making appropria- 
tion for ihe payment of the amount adjudged to be 
due to him;’? which was twice read and referred. 

The house was engaged a considerable time in dis- 
posing of business appertaining to individuals. 

Saturday, May 1. The house was exclusively en- 
gaged in disposing of private bills. 

Monday, May 3. After the presentation of peti- 
tions— 

Mr. Hamilton, of South Carotina, from the military 
commitiee, to which was referred the message of the 
president of the United States on the claim of Massa- 
chusetts, for services rendered by the militia of that 
during the late war with Great Britain, made a 
report, accumpanied by a bill ‘to authorize the set- 
tlemeni and payment of the claims of the state of 
Massachusetts for certain services rendered during 
the late war.” 

The following is a copy of the report: 

The committee on military affairs, to which was re- 
ferred the message of the president of the United 
States, “on the 


l ynding 


tetas 
Dei 0 


eioim of Massachusetts, for services 
rendered by the militia of that state Curing the late 
war with Great Britain, beg leave most respectfully 
to report: 

That, in considering the subject submitted to their 
investigation, they haye been fully impressed with its 





of war. Services of this description, patriotically 
performed, ought not to be prejudiced by a pre- 
existing difference of opinion between the execu- 
tive of Massachusetts, and the commanding officer 
of the United States’ forces, as to an abstract con- 
struction of the constitution, when such a differ- 
ence of opinion appears to have had no sort of effect 
on the extent and character of the services afforded. 
Sut, on the other hand, your committee are equally 
unanimous in decharing, that, in all cases where the 
acis of the executive of Massachusetts gave a direc- 
tion to the services of the militia of that state, in ep- 
position to the views of the general government, the 
c'nim for such services is altogether inadmissable; for 
these, the government of Massachusetts may be con- 
sidered to have ineurred an ulterior and exclusive re- 
sponsibility tu her own people. 

Your committee waive the discussion of the ques- 
tion, how far the renunciation, on the part of the ex- 
ecutive and legislature the state of of Massachusetts, 
of the unconstitutional principles on which the then 
governor of that state acted, inthe early stages of the 
war, is necessary tothe allowance of any portion of 
the claims of the state for the services in question. 
These claims, when first presented for adjustment, 
immediately after the late war, were considered ra- 
ther in the mass, than in reference to the particular 
items of which they are composed. In fact, at that 
early period, the principles on which the claims for 
militia services ought to be audited and allowed, were 
but imperfectly fixed. The subsequent presentation 
and examinations of the claims of the several states, 
for such services, have shed much light on this sub- 
ject, and have afforded many advantages at the pre- 
sent moment in examining those of Massachusetts. 
Distinctions, important to the elucidation of princi- 
ples, and to the ascertainment of justice, have been 
taken, and sustained, which might naturally have been 
overlooked at the commencement of the discussion. 

Your committee, however, cannot abstain from in- 
dulging in one remark, that, if the fact of the govern- 
ment of Massachusetts having declined, for some 
years subsequent to the late war, torenounce the un- 
















































































































7 



































a 


ed 











AL?! = ae 


Fie, 


¥ Ye oP " 
se | ES? ao ee 


we 


ane ee ae 


- - le ” 4 . i — ~ - a a ia o f. g - - - = a 2 a ~ ~ =" 
- 5 e 7 a + a ; > r * ~ é e 2 = oars : ~ > " _ r - 
< * = ~wiF - ~ a2 “+a +3 “ . — " as F she a rs = —— = “ — » ame . - % ~ > ey a se % 
% - = - ~ad Y ‘ » ; * eg . . - ng 4 -: < a — . aaa . “ : — a° 
OPN Ns ES a : aes ~* . . ne ee ee Sree — mecciaiie ° 2 ; - 4 7 jee 
by e ~ . ~ 4 at “ oD . = ag a < ss. Loan . < ot © —- 7 - - it > 
~ - - . ~ pe! - f _ A re on = ma of at . - * 5 - y 
. “ey - r .~ - . » * - o - ~ ~ << ree our og Ty ee “>. xe ." z 1 3 en ‘ - “" st ~ Ss C 
~ ie ning il \ - . a , 2 _ al 
- -, _ ~ ~*~ Pe ~~ iT al g = 
4 ; mo > i es 4 : SS a an 
. 7 S 4, a <7 a =< a . -~ 
3 q =<. — Pn . S - 


Sees 


.eF 





‘above description of cases be disallowed. 
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constitutiona! doctrines of her therr executive, as de- 


Mr. Letcher then submitted a proposition, in the fol- 


veloped in the opinions of the judges of her supreme | lowing words: 


judiciat court, can be supposed ever to have borne up; 
on that portion of the claim which the committee 
have recommended for payment, the recent disa- 
vowal of her present executive and legislature fur- 


“Resolved ‘That provision ought to be made by law, requiring, 


: x ’ e 

m any cause decided in the supreme court, in which shall be 

drawn in gestion the validity of any part of the constitution of 
0 


state, or of any act passed by the legislature of a state, that—— 


justices shall concur in pronouncing such part of the said constitu 


nishes at least, a belief that all danger of a future col- tion or act to be invalid; and that. without the concurrence of 





lision, between the general government and the 
states, in reference to the authority of the former 
over the militia of the latter, has been permanently 
removed. In this light, the committee cannot but re- | 
gard the renunciation as honorable to the chief ma- 
gistrate and legislature of Massachusetts, and as high- 
iy useful in fixing the true interpretation of the con- 
stitution, on an interesting and important point. This 
disavowal, in consonance, as it is affirmed, with the 
sentiment of the-great mass of the people of Massa- 
chusetts, is indeed a reiteration of the language which 
was expressed by the senate of that state, as early as 
October, 1812, at the moment when the unfortunate 
irritation between the national and state functiona 
ries was most exasperated, and when remuneration 
for these services formed neither a subject of calcu- 
lation or desire. 

Your committee, in conclusion, recommend that, 
in al] cases where the militia of the state of Massa- 
chusetts were called out, in conformity with the de- 
sire of an officer of the general government, or to re- 
pel actual invasion, or under a well founded appre- 
hension of invasion, during the late war, the claim of 
the state for such militia services be allowed, under 
the usual rules of auditing and allowing similar 
claims; provided the number of troops so called cut, 
were not in undue proportion to the exigency. 

Your committee likewise recommend, that the 
claims of Massachusetts, not comprehended in the 
And, in 
eonformity with the foregoing principles, ask leave 
to report a bil. 

Mr. Hamilton moved to refer this report to a com- 
mittee of the whole on the state of the union. 

Mr. Cobb opposed the ‘“‘undue preference” that this 
motion gave to the subject, and desired it might be 
simply referred to a committee of the whole; and af- 
ter some discussion, it was soreferred. 

Mr. Taylor, of New York, from the joint committee 
appointed to consider the subject of the day for ter- 
minating the presentsession of congress, reported an 
amendment tothe resolution from the senate on that 
subject, proposing to substitute the nineteenth day of 
May for the day proposed by the senate. 

The question being on agreeing to the amendment 
thus reported: 

Mr. McLane said he was unprepared to vote on 
ihe question. He adverted to Mr. Edwards’ address, 


that number of said justices, the part of the constitution, or 
act of the legislature, (as the case may be), so drawn in question 
shall not be deemed, or holden, invalid. 
Resolved, Vhat the justices aforesaid, in pronouncing their judg. 
ment in any such cause, as aforesaid, ought to be required, by law 
to give thir opinions,, with their respeetive reasons therefor, sepa- 
rately and distinetly, if the Judgment of the court be against the 
validity of the part of the coustitution, or act drawn ia question 
as aforesaid. 


Resolved, That the committee on the judiciary be instructed to 
repurt a iil in Conformity to the preceding resolutions.’ ’ 


Mr. Letcher proceeded at considerable length, to de- 
liver his sentiments in support of the resolutions he 
had proposed; when a debate arose, which continu- 
ed till half past four o’clock, without being conclud- 
ed. 

Mr. Forsyth offered the following amendment, as a 
substitute to the first of the above resolutions: 
Resolved, Vhat a quorum of the supreme court, to transact the’ 
busivess of that tribunal, should consist of such a number of the 


justices euposing it, that a majority of the quorom shall be a ma. 
jority ofthe whole court, including the chief justice. 


Mr. F. supported his motion in a short speech; and 
Messrs. Wrekliffe, Clay, Forsyth, Webster, Mercer, P. P. 
Barbour, Randolph, and Trimble, having, respectively 
spoken at considerable length on the question, the 
committee rose, on motion of Mr. McKim, of Marvy- 
land. 

And the house adjourned. 


Tuesday, May 4. After the transaction of private o: 


| preparatory business, the house resolved itself into a 


committee of the whole, on the “bill reducing into 
one the several acts for establishing and regulating 
ihe post ofice department.” A variety of amendments 
were made or suggested, a notice of which, unless 
the bill was before us, cannot have much, if any, in- 
terest. ‘The committee rose without going through 
the biil. 


bhednesday, May 5. Mr. Bassett obtained leave of 
absence for the residue of the session. 

On motion of Mr. F. Johnson, the house went inte 
committee of the whole, Mr. Tomlinson in the chair, 
on the bill to reduce into one the several acts estab- 
lishingand regulating the post office department. 

The consideration of this important bill occupied 
the remainder of the day. The committee rose, re- 
ported progress and had leave to sitagain. 

THURSDAY'S PROCEEDINGS. 

Much business was transacted in both houses this 
day, but we have room only for a very brief sketch. 

The senate was chiefly occupied with the tariff bill. 





and was not willing to close the session until the in- 
vestigation was completed, &c. After remarks from 
other gentlemen, the report was laid on the—ayes 100, 
noes 7S. 

Many private bills were passed. 

The Speaker laid before the house a letier from 
Thomas J. Rogers, resigning his seat as a member of 
this house, from the state of Pennsylvania; which 
was laid on the table; and it was 

Ordered, That the governor of Pennsylvania be in- 
formed of the vacancy occasioned by this resignation. 

On motion of Mr. Letcher, of Kentucky, the house 
resolved itself into a committee of the whole, on the 


After much debate and severai attempts to strike out 
the duty altogether, it was agreed, 25 to 22, to limit 
the prospective duty on unmanufactured wool to 30 
per cent. ad valorem, and so the clause otherwise 
stands as it came from the house. 

The highest progressive duty on woollen manufac- 
tures was limited, 28 to 18, to 334 per cent, 

It was again refused, 25 to 22, to except Russia 
goods from the duty imposed by the biil—and an 
amendment was rejected to exempt manufactures of 
“herp and flax” from the provisions of the bill—25 
to 22. 

It was also refused, 24 to 23, to strike out the pro 





state of the union, Mr. Diight in the chair, on the re- 
monstrance addressed to the cougress of the United 
States, by the state of Kentucky, on the subject of the 
decision of the supreme court, in the case of Green 


vs. Biddle, involving the constitutionality of the vecu- 
pying claimant laws of Kentucky, as they are usually | 


called. 
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posed duiy of 44 cents per square yard on cotton 
| bagglug. 

‘ihe particulars shali be given hereafter. 
shew a disposition to pass the bill. 

Inihe house of representalives—the proceedings were 
interesting, but not immediately important; an ac- 
| count of them must tay cover for the next ReersTer. 
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